

COME HOME, 

TONY - BRITAIN IS 
IN A SHAMBLES! 
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While Premier struts the world stage, 
things on the home front go from bad 
to worse (see page 2) 
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Come home Tony! 


the home front that they simply cannot earn 
by positive deeds for their own people. 

We started this piece by saying ‘Come 
home Tony’, but would it be any damned use 
if he did? He simply hasn’t a clue how to 
govern Britain, and so for all the value he is 
here he might as well continue on his global 
travels - but for the annoying fact that we, 
the British taxpayers, are footing the bill for 
all his overseas wining, dining, posturing and 
inspecting. 

What a bunch of no-hopers this Govern¬ 
ment is, and what a feeble clown we have at 
the head of it! 


There used to be a popular ditty titled 
‘I’ve been everywhere, man’. Maybe this 
should be Tony Blair’s theme tune - perhaps 
with self-accompaniment on his own guitar. 
He was at it again last month, jetting around 
the world: one moment in Washington, the 
next in Seoul, then in Peking. It becomes 
difficult to keep up with the fellow as he 
gallivants about, seemingly oblivious to the 
problems piling up here in Britain: rotten 
public transport; failing hospitals; third-rate 
schools; industry on the skids and immig¬ 
rants flooding in as fast as ever (his Govern¬ 
ment is now telling us that we are going to 
need a million more homes to cope with 
them). 

Tony Blair is clearly bored and fed up 
with the country he was elected to govern. 
His stock here is falling by the hour. But 
overseas he’s the flavour of the moment. A 
rousing reception in the US Congress; a 
guard of honour as the guest of China! Vain 
politicians who have no grip revel in this sort 
of thing. It’s all a substitute for the respect on 


The Kelly tragedy 
and government lies 

We pass on our deepest condolences, as 
everyone should, to the family of Dr. David 
Kelly, who apparently committed suicide last 
month after being browbeaten beyond endur¬ 
ance over the affair of the alleged ‘sexing up’ 
of the reports on Iraq’s alleged “weapons of 
mass-destruction.” This said, we are disin¬ 
clined to take the line adopted by many 
journalists: that the Government and its spin 
doctor-in-chief Alastair Campbell are to 
blame for the Doctor’s death - not at least 
unless evidence comes to light that he might 
have died in circumstances other than those 
officially reported. 

If an individual under pressure finds the 
pressure too much and takes the option of 
suicide as an escape from it, that is his 
decision and no one else’s; to us, it seems an 
extraordinary decision for a man who had a 
loving wife and family who would be left to 
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Dr. KELLY 

Arguments over his evidence should not 
obscure the wider picture of government 
lies. 


grieve over the loss of him. 

This said, it seems to us that the contro¬ 
versy over Saddam’s weapons is now 
becoming bogged down in much too much of 
a morass of detail, all depending on evidence 
as to whether Dr. Kelly was the source of the 
‘sexing-up’ story. Could it be that certain 
people in politics and the media are deliber¬ 
ately placing the focus on this argument over 
detail to distract the British public from the 
wider picture? 

And the wider picture simply is one in 
which the Government is trying to put over a 
story which was quite obviously preposter¬ 
ous from Day One: the story that the Iraqi 
leader had dangerous weapons in his poss¬ 
ession which, unless he were stopped, he 
would use against Britain and/or the United 
States. Anyone who could seriously believe 
such a story for two minutes must surely be 
so feeble-minded as to warrant being placed 
in a home for people of that affliction. Whilst 
we do not rate members of Tony Blair’s 
Government very highly in the intelligence 
stakes, we do not believe they really are quite 
that lacking in little grey cells. It all means, in 
effect, that they are liars - liars, moreover, 
who would gladly consign British service 
folk, as well as thousands of innocent Iraqis, 
to their graves in pursuit of their own despic¬ 
able globalist political agenda. 

If there is such a place as hell, Blair & 
Co. certainly deserve to rot in it. 

Life better under Saddam 

And while we are on the subject of Iraq, it 
seems that the consequences of the Anglo- 
American ‘liberation’ are quickly being 
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on the month’s news 


brought home to the people there. A report in 
the Daily Mail on July 3rd spoke of the 
growing unrest in the country as many are 
finding that life is now much worse for them 
than it was under their former leader. 

One complaint was that 400,000 soldiers 
of the Iraqi army were left penniless when 
the Americans decided to disband the force. 
Looting and sabotage at power stations 
means that there is little electricity. Another 
complaint is that 30,000 professional people, 
such as doctors, engineers, teachers and 
professors were sacked immediately after the 
war purely because of their associations with 
Saddam’s B’ath party - in the words of the 
Mail report, “a crucial layer of society 
stripped away by the coalition overnight.” 
This all sounds like what happened in 
Germany at the end of World War II, when 
the hateful mania for purging the country of 
‘Nazis’ resulted in its deprivation of many of 
its best brains, and consequent suffering for 
the people who were supposedly being 
‘liberated’. 

The upshot of the ‘liberation’ of Iraq is 
that popular anger is growing and intensi¬ 
fying as the people see that the Brits and the 
Americans are not there to do them any 
favours, despite much rhetoric to the contrary. 
This anger is manifesting itself in acts of 
violence against the occupiers which can 
only grow as things get steadily worse. There 
is now talk of Britain and the US sending 
many thousands more troops to the country - 
at vast expense. Blair and Bush have dug a 
seemingly bottomless pit for themselves by 
their ill-considered and wholly immoral 
invasion - and all at the behest of their 
Zionist masters. 

IDS crawls after black vote 

Elsewhere in this issue we are featuring a 
photograph which illustrates the frenzied 
efforts the Tories are now making to court 
the favour of Britain’s Afro-Caribbean 
community. Instead of addressing them¬ 
selves to the concerns of native Britons, who 
are gravitating increasingly to the BNP, the 
Tories are clearly turning their backs on 
these people so as to ‘out-Blair’ Blair in 
winning ethnic minority support. 

It was announced at the end of June that 
the country’s leading black newspaper, The 
Voice , was now championing the Tories, 
saying that Labour had taken the black vote 
too much for granted and that the Tories 
were now showing themselves to be “readily 
available and easily accessible.” 

We are sure they are. With the voting 
power of ‘ethnic’ Britain increasing all the 
time, and with mainstream politicians not 
giving a damn what they have to do or say to 
cuddle up to it, we can expect to witness an 
ever-more unedifying contest between the 
parties to see who can grovel the most 


shamelessly and brown-nose to the greatest 
effect. 

Thank goodness Britain has the BNP! 

Brighter than us? 

“Asian children are now outstripping 
their white classmates in the run-up to the 
GCSEs,” it was reported in the Daily Mail of 
the 1st July. The report went on to say that 
“A Department of Education and Skills 
census published yesterday reveals that 
Indian, Bangladeshi and Chinese students 
are outperforming white pupils.” Sadly, the 
report continued: “Afro-Caribbean children 
are making below-average progress.” 

These findings could well be true. How¬ 
ever, they omit mention of a fact that is 
known to most geneticists: that different 
races show different mental development at 
different ages. For instance, at primary level 
the difference in school performance between 
white and black children is less acute than it 
becomes as the respective groups grow 
older. Likewise, Asians can excel Whites in 
the teens but not necessarily later. 

If the school performance figures relating 
to Whites and these various Asians were 
translated into national performance by 
countries of origin on the world stage, we 
would see India, Bangladesh and China 
showing higher levels of development and 
achievement than Britain. As everyone 
knows, this simply isn’t happening. It there¬ 
fore suggests that there is rather more to 
racial aptitudes than the mere ability of 
schoolchildren of a certain age-group to get 
good marks in exams. 

For reasons of space, this must exclude 
consideration of other factors influencing 
academic effort and performance. For 
instance, the same report says that girls are 
outperforming boys in class. No one would 
suggest that this means that the female sex is 
necessarily thereby more intelligent, though 
it may well mean that in today’s cultural 
climate in Britain girls are motivated to try 
harder. 

Women’s preference 

While we are on the subject of differ¬ 
ences between the sexes, another report 
should cause much interest. This came from 
the Government’s Office for National Statis¬ 
tics. Recent findings in a survey from this 
department will be disappointing to femin¬ 
ists and the legions of the politically correct. 

They stated that no less than six out of 
seven women would rather be at home 
looking after their children than pursue 
full-time careers. Four out of five women 
think of their husbands as the main bread¬ 
winners, and even among the best-educated 
women half would give up work for their 
families if they really had to. 

This underlines a fact which we have 


always known but which many refuse to 
admit: that feminists are less interested in 
what women really want than in what they 
(the feminists) think is good for them. 

‘Russian’ takeover? 

When the news first broke last month 
that a ‘Russian’ billionaire would be taking 
over Chelsea Football Club, our suspicions 
were immediately aroused. 

Genuine Russian people, whatever their 
admirable qualities, are not usually distin¬ 
guished in the field of international big 
business and takeovers; nor are any but a tiny 
few of them billionaires. 

In due course, all was revealed. The 
gentleman who had become the new boss at 
Stamford Bridge was a Mr. Roman Abram¬ 
ovich. Though only 36 years of age, Mr. 
Abramovich is reported as having £4 billion 
in the bank, part of full assets adding up to 
£16 billion. These include, just as minor 
chattels, a country mansion and a big yacht. 
He is now reputed to be building a personal 
gymadjacent to his home which will cost a 
trifling £2.5 million. 

In a page-size story in The Sunday Tele¬ 
graph of the 6th July, Mr. Abramovich was 
reported as describing himself as “a Jew first 
and a Russian second.” Fair enough. That is 
how most of his tribe see themselves. The 
annoying thing is the way the media persist 
in nearly always referring to them in terms of 
the countries they grew up or now reside in 
rather than by their ethnicity. Thus Dr. Henry 
Kissinger is a former ‘German’ now natural¬ 
ised as an ‘American’, while Tory Malcolm 
Riffkind is ‘British’ or ‘Scottish’, according 
to your preferance. 

Just how does a man make £16 billion by 
the time he is 36? Well, apparently Mr. 
Abramovich got into business shortly after 
the Soviet collapse. With the privatisation of 
former state-owned industries, the workers 
in those industries were allocated shares 
which were worth very little. Unemployed 
and hungry, they were desperate for ready 
cash and more than willing to trade these 
pieces of paper for the wherewithal to feed 
their families - if only for just a while. 

Along came Mr. Roman Abramovich 
and people like him and offered to buy up 
these pieces of paper, the value of which 
subsequently soared. Abramovich later went 
into oil and multiplied his gains. He was one 
of those who mopped up underpriced state 
assets in return for financial support to the 
politicians disposing of them. With the 
coming of ‘democracy’ to Russia, this is how 
the system operates. 

Anyway, Mr. Abramovich has the bless¬ 
ing of Sports Minister and Chelsea fan Tony 
Banks, who deems him “a fit and proper 
person” to run the club. 

Some recommendation! 
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Stand by the BNP! 


AS many readers will already know, last month I was issued 
a summons to appear before a British National Party 
disciplinary tribunal to answer seven charges relating to 
alleged actions prejudicial to the good of the party. This 
tribunal will sit early this month. 

I view this as a logical development - 
indeed, as some will hope, as the culmin¬ 
ation - of a process which began in 1999 
and in which the clear aim has always been 
to drum me out of the party which I founded, 
along with a few other friends and supp- 
porters, 21 years ago, and which we built 
up to the point at which, in 1999, the party 
was able to field a full complement of can¬ 
didates throughout England and Scotland in 
the elections to the European Parliament. 

Many readers will also know that in 
support of these charges two vitriolic 
attacks have been made on me in the BNP 
general members' bulletin for July and in the 
July issue of the party's magazine Identity. 

It seems to me from these attacks that the 
intention is to pronounce me 'guilty' before I 
have even stepped into the dock! 

In addition, I have heard that Nick Griffin 
and Tony Lecomber were very busy last 
month telephoning key party members around the country in 
attempts to justify their pending action. From feed-back I 
have received, they did not sound too confident of the 
rectitude of their position but, on the contrary, seemed 
rather as if they were "protesting too much." 

In view of the pending disciplinary enquiry, it would be 
wrong for me here to comment on any of the charges being 
made against me. I believe that our party's internal disciplin¬ 
ary procedures should conform as closely as possible to 
standard British legal ones, which are governed, among 
other things, by a law of sub judice - something of which 
my accusers seem to be completely ignorant. Suffice it to 
say here that I shall defend myself vigorously against the 
accusations that have been flung against me. When these 
proceedings are finished with, I shall of course feel freer to 
express my opinions on the charges and on other matters, 
irrespective of how things go. 

PARTY OF FREE SPEECH? 

On the face of it, the attempt to drive me out of the BNP 
seems to stem from certain fundamental differences I have 
had with Mr. Nick Griffin ever since his assumption of the 
party leadership four years ago. On occasions, these differ¬ 
ences have been given an airing in Spearhead because I 
believe that in a party of free speech members do have the 
right to express their opinions on such matters in the open - 
just as occurred when I was party leader, when no attempt 
was ever made to suppress such free discussion. 

There is one charge about which I can comment here 
because it does not form part of the pending case against 
me but has been given considerable airing in party circles by 
my opponents. This is that I have never accepted the verdict 
of the members in the BNP leadership election in 1999 
which returned Mr. Griffin to the position of party chairman, 
and that I simply cannot bear no longer being BNP leader. 

The fact is that in these very columns in our October 
1999 issue I made a statement of acceptance of the 
members' verdict in that election and called upon everyone 


in the party to work together for the good of the BNP, irres¬ 
pective of where they had previously stood on the leader¬ 
ship issue. 

But this did not mean that I would not venture into the 
field of criticism if the subsequent actions 
of the new leadership called for it. I have 
done just that on occasions, but I have also 
given praise when the achievements of the 
party have called for praise. Is the BNP to 
become a party in which dissent is for¬ 
bidden? It would seem that some would like 
it that way. 

RETIREMENT 

But there is another thing I would like to 
say in connection with the leadership issue. 
My close friends know about this but my 
opponents will not recognise it. 

From back in the mid-1990s I began to 
think seriously about retiring from the BNP 
leadership just as soon as I could find some¬ 
one suitable to succeed me. I felt then, as I 
feel now, that our party is one which ideally 
should be led by a man younger than I. I 
was also greatly attracted to the idea of the 
less stressful life that I would be able to 
enjoy when freed from the burdens of the BNP leadership. 

However , / did not willingly surrender my position as 
party leader for one reason. I was absolutely opposed to the 
idea of this job going to Nick Griffin. 

I had been able to make an assessment of Mr. Griffin 
during three years in which he worked with me in 1996-99, 
and I had come to the view that his assumption of the leader¬ 
ship would be a very bad thing for the party. I have not 
changed my view on this matter, notwithstanding the very 
encouraging election results which the party has enjoyed. 

It is not the place here to go into detailed explanations of 
why I came to this view about Mr. Griffin. Suffice it to say 
that it is a view I adopted with perfect sincerity and 
absolute conviction. 

Were there an alternative - and younger - candidate for 
the leadership of the party in whom I could have faith, I 
would be more than happy to support him. I hope that in the 
not-too-distant future such a person will emerge. 

In the meantime, let us deal with the present de facto 
situation. I shall answer the charges to which I have referred 
but, by the time these words are read, I may have been 
expelled from the BNP. What then should be done? 

What should be done is not in doubt. Everybody should 
remain loyal to our party, as I will remain loyal to it notwith¬ 
standing that I may have to work in support of it from the 
outside. Contrary to what my accusers are now claiming, I 
have absolutely no intention of launching a breakaway 
party. There is no future in such enterprises, and I believe 
that there is no future in any of the separate mini-nationalist 
parties presently on the scene - though I endeavour to 
maintain friendly relations with some of the people in those 
parties on an individual basis. 

There is but one hope for the salvation of Britain, and that 
is the BNP. We must all pull behind the BNP and help it to 
succeed. And we must also keep cool heads in a crisis, even 
if others are losing theirs (advice from Kipling). We are 
facing insidious enemies on many fronts. If we lose our 
heads, they will win! 



An appeal by 

JOHN TYNDALL 
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The things they're saying 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


Transport is a shambles. Education is 
going backwards. The NHS shows no im¬ 
provement. The asylum crisis is out of 
control. So what issue commands New 
Labour’s energies? 

You’ve guessed it: gay rights. One of the 
mysteries of the age is why a prime Minister 
who came to power promising to support 
marriage and the family - and doing neither - 
is obsessed by this subject. 

LEADER ARTICLE 
Daily Mail (1.7.03) 

It’s come to something when Downing 
Street has to issue an official statement 
declaring that the Prime Minister hasn’t gone 
potty. 

That was No. 10’s extraordinary response 
to a hatchet-job in the left-wing New States¬ 
man magazine by the Friends of Gordon 
Brown. 

A psychiatrist was wheeled out to offer the 
opinion that Blair is a ‘psychopath’. 

That’s a bit strong, even by the standards 
of this column. The proper response would 
have been to ignore it, not rise to the bait. 

From the outside looking in, the whole 
world of politics seems to have been seized 
with madness. The end of the parliamentary 
session is a relief for them and us alike. 

As I said last week, I don’t begrudge Blair 
a holiday. 

But instead of heading off to Barbados, 
he’s thrown himself into an insane Carry On 
Abroad world tour which will take in seven 
cities in six days and cover 19,258 miles in 
178 hours. 

Blair is behaving like Phileas Fogg on acid. 

RICHARD LITTLEJOHN 
The Sun (18.7.03) 

The Animal Farm school of television was 
founded in 1984, the year in which Terry 
Wogan opined that the medium shrinks the 
imagination, and decades after a long for¬ 
gotten literary guru had damned it for making 
the manufacture of banality a major industry. 
The School is a mind-bending, brainwashing, 
indoctrinating institution devoted to training 
dim-witted but ambitious adolescents in the 
art of television. 

Dimwitted the students must be, for no 
lively mind capable of bringing what he is 
taught to the bar of his own judgement would 
tolerate the dumbing discipline for longer 
than a term. 

And an art television must claim to be, for 
art is superior and inviolable, and from the 
conviction that he is an artist will come the 
student’s arrogance - necessary to ride 
roughshod over everyone who might plead 
for intellectual rigour in his work. Here, as I 
have painfully discovered, he learns by rote 


the cliche and the platitude, the common¬ 
place and the stereotype, and in adoration 
bends the knee to mediocrity. 

BRIAN SEWELL 
Evening Standard (1.7.03) 

... another comical war of words is raging 
in England. The evangelicals have taken 
Canon John’s decision to decline the Bishop¬ 
ric of Reading with quiet satisfaction; the 
liberals, as they are called, with screams of 
hysterical fury. Dr. Harries, the liberal Bishop 
of Oxford, is said to be ‘gutted’. Another key 
figure in this strange conflict, the Dean of 
Southwark, the Very Rev. Colin Slee, says 
that Canon John has been the victim of 
“appalling prejudice”; his withdrawal is a 
“devastating blow to hopes of progress and 
inclusiveness.” 

He has even claimed that it will lead to 
more empty pews in the churches, pews even 
emptier, in fact, than they are already. Is this 
likely? It is, of course, an accepted belief, 
accepted in the ‘media’ at any rate, that what 
would not long ago have been taken for 
granted, the aversion most people feel for 
deviant sexual practices, has now disappeared 
except among a few despised and backward 
people generally condemned as ‘bigots’, if 
not ‘Tory backwoodsmen’ and ‘neo-nazis’. 

PETER SIMPLE 
The Daily Telegraph (11.7.03) 

The tragic deaths of so many British 
soldiers in Iraq yesterday will once again 
raise the question: why did we go to war 
against Iraq in the first place? 

... We should declare a date within two 
years when we will withdraw all forces. Such 
a declaration would force the Iraqis to settle 
their own internal differences and stop sitting 
on the fence with regard to the Americans. 

Nor should we dictate to the Iraqis what 
sort of constitutional arrangements they 
should put in place or who should be their 
future leaders. 

That is up to them to decide. We should 
limit our involvement to providing basic 
security, and economic assistance to help 
rebuild the country. 

At the end of the day history will decide 
whether we were led into war by liars and 
lunatics. But at present, the outlook does not 
look too good. 

GENERAL SIR MICHAEL ROSE 
Daily Mail (25.6.03) 

I have developed a habit when confronted 
by letters to the editor in support of the Israeli 
Government to look at the signature to see if 
the writer has a Jewish name. If so, I tend not 


to read it. 

Too few people in this modem world are 
prepared to declare an interest when it comes 
to this sort of thing. It would be enormously 
helpful, for example, if those clerics and 
journalists who have been defending Canon 
Jeffrey John, the so-called gay bishop, were 
to tell us whether they themselves are gay. 
Some do, but more don’t. 

The issue arises partly because, in both 
cases, these people are often accusing the 
other side of being prejudiced and biased - 
we are either homophobes or anti-Semites. 

The other day, for example, the Canadian 
journalist Barbara Amiel wrote a long 
denunciation of the BBC in the Daily Tele¬ 
graph accusing the Corporation of being 
anti-Israel in its Middle East coverage. 

Many readers of the Daily Telegraph may 
have been impressed by her arguments, 
assuming her to be just another journalist or 
even, as she was recently described in 
another newspaper, an ‘international affairs 
commentator’. 

They might have been less impressed if 
the paper had told them that Barbara Amiel 
is not only Jewish but that her husband’s 
company, in which she has an interest, owns 
not only the Daily Telegraph but the Jeru¬ 
salem Post. 

RICHARD INGRAMS 
The Observer (13.7.03) 

This government has stunk in dishonesty 
ever since it came to office. Everything about 
it is false. 

The man who acts as Prime Minister is a 
hole in the air who knows little of the world 
or this country and understands less... 

We are in the power of wicked, mthless 
men. Dr. Kelly, God rest his honest soul, 
found out exactly, and in detail, just how 
wicked and mthless they can be when they 
fear they can lose that power. 

PETER HITCHENS 
The Mail on Sunday (20.7.03) 

Blair... has a special relationship with 
history (also known as the Will of God, 
Destiny, Providence). And he’s not afraid to 
brag about it. 

Now I don’t know about everyone else... 
but I find this rhetoric terrifying and faintly 
comical, the verbal equivalent of erecting 
exceedingly large monuments to your own 
intrinsic rightness. Worse, it is not a one-off. 
In 1998, arriving for peace talks in Northern 
Ireland, Blair said: “I feel the hand of history 
on our shoulders.” 

SUSANNAH HERBERT 
The Sunday Telegraph (20.7.03) 
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CONSPIRACY 
UNVEILED! O 


THE CONSPIRACY THEORY is some¬ 
thing that should not be entrusted to 
immature minds. Like a potentially lethal 
scientific formula, when not understood 
properly it can lead people along crazy 
and sometimes even self-destructive 
paths. I first made acquaintance with the 
theory when in my mid-twenties, and 
fairly soon discovered that it was the pet 
hobbyhorse of all manner of cranks, para¬ 
noiacs, obsessionists and plain Mosers’, 
who employed it to explain just about 
everything of which they disapproved, 
including their own personal misfortunes 
and frustrations. Introduced by these 
kinds of people into political debate, it was 
a gift to their opponents; and it tended to 
discourage all serious enquiry into the 
subject to which it related. 

But serious enquiry was nevertheless 
called for. As a young man trying to make 
sense of certain political developments, I 
simply found that the conventional explan¬ 
ations of them did not fit. I soon became 
convinced that I was being lied to, along with 
millions of others, on an enormous scale. 
The agencies of the lies were the press, the 
film industry, the world of publishing and a 
large portion of the political class of all 
parties. 

The lies, though diverse in nature, 
seemed all to follow a common direction: 
they pointed to, and endeavoured to justify, a 
path in British affairs which I considered 
suicidal. Nearly four and a half decades on 
from that time, everything that has happened 
in the intervening period confirms this belief. 

Lies 

I believed that we were being lied to 
about World War II, about Communism, 
about Race and Immigration, about the 
retreat of Britain from Empire and about 
matters which bore-nm the health of the 
national economy and British society. I 
believed that our country was being assailed 
by internal enemies on a multitude of fronts, 
and that these internal enemies presented a 
far greater threat to our survival as a nation 
than any external one, whether real or 
imagined. 

An internal enemy must, of necessity, 
work in the manner of a spy; his operations 
have to be conducted in secret. When the 
element of secrecy pervades actions of great 


and serious consequence, a conspiracy has to 
be at work. The questions were: What was 
the nature of this conspiracy? In what ways 
did it function? What was its ultimate 
objective? And who were the conspirators? 

The first two of these questions seemed 
to be answered, at least in large part. The 
conspiracy was gravely damaging Britain, 
eating away at all its essential sources of life 
and strength. It was functioning through the 
agencies I have mentioned - to which I was 
soon able to add television. As to the third 
and fourth questions, before definite conclu¬ 
sions could be reached more study and obser¬ 
vation would be necessary. It was around this 
time that I first began to acquire and read 
literature dealing with the conspiracy theory. 

Allowing for the eccentric element in 
much of these writings, there were certain 
common themes. One was that the conspir¬ 
atorial forces were not just British but 
global , that although Britain was undoubt¬ 
edly one of their major victims their activ¬ 
ities targeted all free and sovereign nations, 
in particular the world’s leading powers. 
Their strategy was directed at a world 
government , under which nations as we had 
known them would not be permitted to exist. 

This theory immediately had a certain 
credibility in my eyes because so much of 
what I had observed on the British scene 
confirmed the view that the destruction of 
our nationhood was a major objective. 

As to who the conspirators were, the 
literature was not unanimous. Nevertheless, 
in very large part it endorsed the theory that 
they were, at the very highest level, Jewish. 
The conspiracy was, in essence, a Jewish 
one, albeit that it employed many thousands 
of non-Jewish functionaries at subordinate 
levels throughout its network - an obviously 
visible truth, as could be ascertained by just a 
cursory look at the legions of politicians, 
political activists, scribblers and broadcast¬ 
ers who were not of that tribe. 

This latter fact made me hesitate in 
accepting the view that the conspiracy, if it 
actually did exist, was a Jewish one. Jews 
were certainly prominent in many of the 
anti-national and internationalist tendencies 
that I could see in British life, but so also 
were great numbers of non-Jews. Were 
certain people who perhaps had their own 
reasons for grudges against the Jews making 
them scapegoats for evils for which respons¬ 


ibility was much 
more widely 
spread? 

Endorsement 
and doubts con¬ 
flicted with each 
other in my mind, 
and these thoughts 
were later related 
in my book The 
Eleventh Hour- 

“At first sight, 
the conspiracy 
theory is some¬ 
thing that imposes a considerable strain 
on one’s powers of digestion. Small plots 
involving very limited numbers of people 
are easy enough to believe in. But 
something as gigantic in scope as a cons¬ 
piracy to direct the major events of a 
whole epoch of world history, involving 
the major decisions of the leading nations 
and enlisting, as such a thing must do, the 
participation of vast numbers of agents - 
that stretches human credulity to the 
utmost. And was with considerable scep¬ 
ticism that I first undertook a study of this 
topic. 

“Nevertheless, against this cautionary 
thought was a counter-thought: if this 
theory of conspiracy was entirely ground¬ 
less, the invention of paranoiacs and 
cranks, by what other means were certain 
important events to be explained?” 

Conspiracy a reality 

To cut a long story short, in due course I 
came to believe beyond any question of 
doubt that the element of conspiracy did 
exist in the affairs of the modem world, in 
that there definitely were certain currents 
driving the nations away from their tradit¬ 
ional national loyalties and towards a one- 
world order; that these currents were being 
directed by forces of immense power - 
political, financial and psychological; and, 
not least, that they were undoubtedly using 
methods of secrecy for much of the time, 
concealing their ultimate purposes behind 
high-sounding rhetoric clearly intended to 
lull to sleep the broad mass of people whose 
passive acceptance would be needed if their 
plans were to come to fruition. 

Just occasionally, of course, one of the 
conspiracy’s agents would inadvertently let 
the cat out of the bag, such as when the 
Director of Studies at Chatham House, Pro- 
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fessor Arnold Toynbee, told an internation¬ 
alist conference that he and they... 

are engaged in removing the instru¬ 
ment of sovereignty from the hands of the 
local nation states, while we are in fact 
denying with our lips what we are doing 
with our hands.” 

Was the conspiracy Jewish or was it not? 
A simple yes or no to that question is far 
from easy because the question is infinitely 
more complex. Just to take one example, one 
of the most powerful bodies with a hand in 
today’s drive towards One World is the 
Bilderberg Society, which regularly holds 
conferences at various locations around the 
globe which are cloaked in secrecy, with 
stringent security precautions taken on all 


occasions, to which the press are never 
invited and the minutes of which are never 
publicly revealed. What is regularly revealed, 
however, is the list of attendees, who are 
always present on invitation only. This list 
does at least indicate two things. One is that 
many such attendees are not ‘world figures’ 
at the time they attend but later become such 
by way of some mysterious process that 
elevates them from relative obscurity to high 
office in a short time. Tony Blair, for 
instance, was a guest in 1993 - before he 
became Labour leader. Margaret Thatcher 
attended in 1975, the same year in which she 
became head of the Tory Party but some time 
before she was prime minister. Bill Clinton 
was present at the 1991 conference, and a 
short time afterwards became President of 
the United States. 

The other thing any Bilderberg list 
reveals is that the attendees come from a 
mixture of national and ethnic backgrounds, 
some Jewish but the majority not. This does 
not mean, of course, that the Jewish minority 
does not have a decisive hand in the shaping 
of policy and in the machinations whereby 
there is an advancement in the careers of 
those people whom the Bilderbergers have 
vetted and given the seal of their approval. 


Because these machinations are far removed 
from the public eye - as is almost all else the 
Bilderbergers do - we just have no way of 
knowing. 

Unifying bond 

But there was one thing which, many 
years ago, led me to give credence to the 
theory of the one-world conspiracy being 
Jewish-inspired at the very topmost level. In 
any conspiracy of the nature of the one we 
are examining, there just has to be some 
unifying bond bringing together those who 
comprise its main motivators and wire¬ 
pullers. Mere common belief in a future 
ordering of the world does not seem enough 
- particularly when it is borne in mind that 


many of the practices by which this partic¬ 
ular conspiracy has advanced towards its 
goals have been in direct contradiction to the 
professed ideals of ‘peace’ and ‘brother¬ 
hood’ that are supposed to underlie its philo¬ 
sophy. As in the prosecution of World War 
II, the dispossession of the White Man in 
Africa, the dragooning of the nations into 
European Union, right up to the recent 
invasion and conquest of Iraq, methods of 
the utmost ruthlessness - while at the same 
time contrary to all the supposed principles 
of ‘democracy’ - have been employed 
without compunction. It has always seemed 
to me that a diverse group of people, 
moreover people largely moved by ‘liberal’ 
convictions, could never themselves coal¬ 
esce towards such an objective when it 
involved endorsement of actions wholly out 
of keeping with the European and Euro- 
American traditions of civilisation. 

That is, unless such people were merely 
the non-commissioned officers in the army 
of world conquest - doing no more than 
following orders set by an agenda decided 
well above their heads and by people with a 
wholly different ethos and mindset; non¬ 
commissioned officers, furthermore, who 
had been provided with ample inducement in 


the way of career advancement and financial 
reward. 

Writing in The Eleventh Hour in 1988 
(repeated again in the later edition published 
in 1998), I said:- 

“As to the final question, that of whether 
the ultimate directing power behind such 
forces is Jewish, I do not find a case as yet 
proven but I certainly do find that there is 
a case to answer; and not the least of the 
factors that influence me in this direction 
is the frantic reluctance of the leaders of 
Jewry to have that case examined in the 
open. Precisely to what degree the 
conspiracy is Jewish-controlled I leave to 
the reader to decide after a comprehen¬ 
sive study of this and other evidence on 
the subject.” 

Herein lies a very strong pointer in the 
search for truth; for never in all the time that 
I have taken an interest in the issue of 
conspiratorial politics has there been allowed, 
at least in this country, a proper public 
enquiry, conducted according to traditional 
British legal procedure, as to whether: (1) 
there is a conspiracy directed to One World 
or not; and (2) in the event of such a 
conspiracy being proved, there is a definite 
Jewish role in it. 

‘Anti-semitism’ cry 

To raise these matters will, I know, invite 
the usual tirades about ‘anti-semitism’ - 
always the reaction of Jews and their 
supporters whenever they appear. This orch¬ 
estrated howl of ‘anti-semitism’ is, of 
course, no proper substitute for argument - 
though it usually suffices to put an end to all 
argument, such is the terror of the multitude 
of politicians, journalists, newspaper-owners 
and broadcasters when the issue raises its 
head. 

Why then is there this reluctance to 
submit the matter to open enquiry? One of 
the very best observations on this subject 
was made in an article that appeared on the 
Internet last year, where the writer said:- 

“ After the war (World War II), in order to 
be innocent of ‘anti-semitism’, one 
should not even notice Jews. That is why 
an open, no-holds-barred debate on the 
real extent of Jewish power would not be 
an easy one, as it is notoriously hard to 
measure and prove influence, and no 
newspaper or TV network in the western 
world would touch it with a bargepole.” 

And the author of these words? Actually 
it was Israel Shamir, an Israeli journalist who 
has displayed immense courage in writing 
frankly and honestly, again and again, about 
the misdeeds of his kinfolk - particularly in 
the context of the war in Palestine. Shamir is 
a living, walking and talking rebuttal of the 
idea that to demand an open enquiry about 
Jewish power is to be guilty of ‘anti¬ 
semitism’ - that is, to be against Jews just 
because they are Jews. Here we have a 

Contd. overleaf 
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CONSPIRACY UNVEILED! 

(Cont. from prev. page) 

Jewish writer acknowledging the source of 
the fear of the media of such an enquiry. 
Actually, Shamir’s particular line is that it is 
the perception of Jewish power, rather than 
the actual extent of it, which paralyses debate 
on any subject pertaining to Jews unless the 
ordained conclusion is that the latter will 
come out smelling of roses. But whether it is 
the perception or the reality, it leads us to the 
same conclusion: that free discussion of the 
subject in our supposed ‘democracies’ is just 
not allowed. 

But in some other instances more than 
mere perceptions apply. In a recent news 
item from Australia it was reported that 
Jewish groups in that country went to court 
demanding an injunction to prevent the 
showing of a new film about the author 
David Irving which highlights the Jewish 
community’s behind-the-scenes scheming to 
deny him entry into the country in 1993. As it 
turned out, the court refused the injunction - 
very good news, as long as it lasts, for we do 
not know whether new pressures will 
achieve an overturning of this verdict. But 
the story suffices to illustrate just how 
frantically, and with what determination, 
certain elements within the Jewish comm¬ 
unity will campaign to suppress public 
exposure of their activities. They would not 
be bothering to do so now had they not had 
ample evidence that their past efforts to the 
same purpose had succeeded. 

TV whitewash 

A year or two ago, there was shown on 
late-night TV in Britain a documentary on 
The Protocols of the Elders of Zion , the 
famous book which surfaced around the turn 
of the century purporting to consist of a 
series of lectures by an eminent ‘insider’ Jew 
on how his race would achieve world 
dominion. As soon as the screening of this 
programme was announced, its outcome was 
a foregone conclusion: it would contain 
abundant evidence that The Protocols was a 
forgery, without any counter-evidence even 
being given a hearing. Those brought onto 
the programme to give their views would 
either be Jews or pro-Jewish Gentiles, and 
they would all sing from the same songsheet. 
And so it proved. There simply was no 
discussion of the truth or falsehood of The 
Protocols at all, merely various people supp¬ 
lying affirmation that they simply had to be 
false! 

Actually, the question of whether The 
Protocols were a forgery or not is not central 
to the issue. Speaking for myself, I am 
inclined to believe that the document was 
forged, as its contents were simply too 
explicit to sound credible; just supposing 
that such lectures ever took place, the 
lecturer would have put across his message 
in a much more roundabout, ambiguous and 



THE PROTOCOLS 

Are they a forgery? More to the point, do 
they describe what’s happening? 


subtle fashion than is shown in the book as it 
exists. 

The main point is that the workings of 
Jewry were described in the book as 
someone observed them in the 1890s, when 
the papers on which it was based first 
appeared in France and were thought to be 
the work of a Catholic priest. Anyone 
reading the book will immediately be struck 
by the uncanny resemblance between the 
events described therein and what can be 
seen happening in this year of 2003. And 
that, of course, is the real point at issue. 
Needless to say, discussion of any of this in 
the TV programme was wholly absent. 

It is an elementary rule of police inves¬ 
tigation that when a suspect is evasive under 
questioning it points to likely guilt rather 
than likely innocence. To say that certain 
Jewish interests today are evasive when the 
machinations of Jewish power are ques¬ 
tioned is to understate the case twenty times 
over; they have indicated that they are 
absolutely determined that no such question¬ 
ing on a public level will ever be allowed. 
And to date, the evidence is that they have 
succeeded in just that objective. 

New world situation 

But events have moved on, and today we 
live in a wholly new world. Let me elaborate. 

The more I studied the conspiracy theory 
and its concomitant theme of Jewish 
involvement, the more I became struck by 
one overwhelming central thought. As the 
conspiracy advanced towards the fulfilment 
of its objectives, the more inevitably and 
glaringly it would be bound to expose itself. 
In addition, the more confident its practit¬ 


ioners became of their omnipotence and their 
ability to direct world events in any way they 
chose, the more it would become likely that 
hubris would take over and induce them to 
overplay their hands - with the result that 
matters which in the past had been success¬ 
fully shrouded in secrecy would be revealed 
in the open for millions to see. Even those 
lacking in political sophistication, and not 
disposed anyway to study obscure designs 
which did not seem to affect them person¬ 
ally, would be jolted into awareness when 
these designs became so blatant that they hit 
the general public in the eye with the impetus 
of a thunderbolt. 

And another, related, thought was that 
the complicity of armies of newspaper 
editors and journalists, TV programme- 
makers and politicians in those same designs 
could not be ensured for ever. There would 
come a time when the fruits of the conspir¬ 
ators’ work would impact so spectacularly 
and painfully on the world, and particularly 
on the West - always the chief target of all 
their destructive plans, that no ‘cover-up’ of 
them could any longer be an option. There 
would be a massive public awakening, and 
the media, out of the necessities of credib¬ 
ility and survival, would have to address the 
issues and deal with them. The world of 
journalism, reporting and punditry would be 
populated by people who had grandstand 
seats at the outrageous events that would be 
occurring. Could they be relied upon indef¬ 
initely not ever to discuss them, whether 
amongst themselves or with their reading 
and viewing publics? My conclusions years 
ago were that they could not. I do not claim 
any special prescience in this; thousands of 
others who took their politics seriously must 
have had the same thoughts. 

Lid off the box 

In three vital areas, these things have now 
come to pass, and the lid has well and truly 
come off the Pandora’s Box of conspiracy, 
subversion and criminal politics. They are: 
Immigration; European Union; and the War 
Against Iraq. 

Of the first two, not a great deal needs to 
be said. When I first became involved in 
active politics immigration impacted in only 
a small way, on very few people and in a 
limited number of areas in particular major 
cities. If one said a word of criticism of it, 
one was damned as a ‘race-hater’, one of the 
forerunners of the term ‘racist’. Political 
parties which partook in this criticism were 
deemed ‘odd’ and confined to the despised 
fringe. 

And in the meantime the ‘Europe’ idea 
was just in its infancy and was thought by 
almost everyone to be quite harmless. The 
‘Common Market’ had an appeal to many 
people with still fresh memories of a world 
war who were easily seduced by talk of 
‘peace’ and ‘co-operation’ between Britain 
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and her neighbours, and who also liked the 
idea of British exports enjoying a boom on 
the Continent, without so much as a thought 
for Continental exports coming into Britain 
and putting our own producers out of 
business. 

Any talk of immigration being part of a 
conspiracy to destroy the British Nation, or 
of ‘Europe’ becoming a super-state in which 
our sovereignty and freedom would be 
destroyed, met with little interest. It was all 
just ‘alarmism’ - the preoccupation of a few 
‘extremists’ and prophets of doom. 

This was the situation some forty years 
ago. The reader will not need persuading as 
to how radically and drastically it has 
changed. What a tiny elite was conspiring 
towards then is now out in the open. Great 
numbers of people are talking about it, 
whether it be the conspiracy to ensnare 
Britain in a federated Europe or the conspir¬ 
acy to flood this country with immigrants - 
to the point at which, some time in the 
second half of the present century, they will 
have taken it over and native Britons will be 
a minority! 

Consequences of Iraq war 

But it is over the issue of the war against 
Iraq that conspiratorial politics have suffered 
their most damning exposure. Millions have 
seen that their Government has lied to them 
in order to embroil Britain in a war that 
makes not the slightest sense from any 
standpoint of British defence, security or 
national interest, and through which 43 
British lives have been lost already and 
countless more of such lives may be lost in a 
future which appears to have no end. 

Of course, our politicians have been lying 
to us for at least sixty years - and some of 
them before that. But in the past there has not 
been more than the tiniest perception that 
they were lying - and, perhaps most 
importantly, the media have given us no 
more than the tiniest glimmer of a sign that 
they were lying. But now the lies of the 
Prime Minister and his Government are the 
national talking point of the day, with a firm 
majority (at the last count 64 per cent) 
believing that they are not to be trusted. 

What has become unravelled over the 
past few months is a plan, determined upon 
by the US Government, to invade and occupy 
Iraq and depose its leader Saddam Hussein - 
for reasons which had nothing remotely to do 
with the security of the United States or the 
defence of its vital interests. This plan has 
involved an act of outright military aggress¬ 
ion - directly contrary to all the principles 
that are supposed to have underpinned 
western politics and morality since German 
leaders were hanged at Nuremberg in 1946 
allegedly for just the same thing. To sanction 
this action, President Bush produced 
doctored ‘evidence’ that Saddam had 
possession of weapons of mass-destruction 
which made him a threat to world peace. He 


was backed up by our own Tony Blair, ever 
the Americans’ lackey, who claimed to have 
his own dossiers justifying the same alleg¬ 
ation. 

All this ‘evidence’ is now being 
thoroughly demolished in a series of public 
enquiries which point to a truth which should 
have been clear from the outset: that the 
claim as to Saddam Hussein’s intentions was 
so preposterous that no intelligent person 
would have given it five minutes’ consider¬ 
ation. The act of aggression against Iraq was 
determined upon for reasons in no way 
related to the public protestations of those 
who led it and supported it. Just what those 
reasons were we may now examine. 

One supposed reason that has had a 
prominent airing, and is particularly 
favoured on the political left, is that it was all 
about oil. America, with its own domestic oil 
reserves running out, needed secure overseas 
supplies to supplement them. This has never 
seemed to me a plausible argument for war. 

Another, much more probable, reason is 
of course America’s commitment to guaran¬ 
tee the security of Israel, and the agitation of 
the hugely powerful Jewish lobby in Wash¬ 
ington that the toppling of Saddam Hussein 
in nearby Iraq was necessary to this. 

But even this presumed casus belli seems 
inadequate on its own. To get a picture of the 
wider scenario, and to see matters in terms of 
global politics, we would do well to examine 


an article, penned by Sarah Baxter, which 
appeared in The Guardian on May 11th this 
year. This focused on a hitherto scarcely 
known personage who was described as the 
“guru of the US warrior classes.” The man 
under examination was one Leo Strauss, and 
the article’s revelations about him were 
startling - startling, that is, as an item to be 
found in a mainstream newspaper. Said the 
Guardian article:- 

“An obscure philosopher and classicist is 
emerging as one of the most conservative 
influences of the early 21st century. 
Political scientists are dusting off the 
works of Leo Strauss, who died in 
America in 1973 and left behind a band of 
disciples who are shaping the Pentagon’s 
muscular foreign policy. 

“Strauss was a Jewish emigre from Nazi 


Germany who set off for England carry¬ 
ing a copy of his manuscript on Thomas 
Hobbes, the 17th century British political 
philospher... 

“He spent part of the 1930s in the intell¬ 
ectual ferment of Cambridge University 
and debated with the leading socialists of 
the day, such as Harols Laski and R.H. 
Tawney.” 

The intellectual ferment of which the 
writer was speaking was of course that of the 
network of liberal internationalists with no 
loyalties to their own countries which 
spawned traitors like Burgess, Maclean and 
Blunt. From what the article goes on to say 
about Strauss, it becomes clear that he would 
have fitted very well into that environment. 
Miss Baxter went on to explain the link 
between Strauss and today’s Middle East 
hawks in the United States, rather mislead¬ 
ingly labelled ‘neo-conservatives’, and she 
spoke of one leading ‘neo-con’, William 
Kristol, a man known as part of what is 
sometimes called President Bush’s ‘Kosher 
Mafia’, as being very much of a Strauss 
disciple. She quoted Kristol on his mentor:- 

“ ‘One can be a hawk in foreign policy 
without having read Leo Strauss but he 
was an immensely powerful teacher and 
thinker... There’s a hard-headedness and 
tough-mindedness to him but he also had 
an elevated view of what politics could 
accomplish.’ ” 

Dwelling still on the attitudes of Kristol, 
Miss Baxter continued:- 

“The emergence of Strauss as an impor¬ 
tant influence is the more surprising 
because he did not write about foreign 
policy, though his experience of the 
Holocaust convinced him that ‘to make 
the world safe for the western democ¬ 
racies one must make the whole globe 
democratic, each country in itself as well 
as the society of nations.’ ” 

‘Democracy’, with 
or without consent 

If the whole globe could not be made 
democratic by consent, it was clear from a 
reading of the Strauss doctrine, it would have 
to be made so by force. The United States 
was not only the ideal, but indeed the only, 
instrument by which in modem times that 
could be done. Hence the justification of the 
‘muscular foreign policy’ of which the delib¬ 
erate attack on Iraq was merely a symptom 
and probably just only the start. 

In other words, it must not be left to 
individual nations to decide what kind of 
political systems suited them; such decisions 
must be made for them by self-appointed 
western elites, who knew best. The contra¬ 
dictions in all this are obvious to the simplest 
observer. To ensure the ‘democratisation’ of 
the whole world, methods must, if necessary, 
be used which are the very negation of all 
that is supposed to be meant by democracy. 

Contd. overleaf 
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CONSPIRACY UNVEILED! 

(Contd. from prev. page) 

Countries may be subjected to armed attack 
and military conquest, thereupon to have 
governments and regimes, no matter how 
alien, imposed upon them without even a 
suggestion of their people’s consent. This, of 
course, is precisely what has happened to 
Iraq. The question is: To whom is it going to 
happen next? And from this comes a further 
question: Just at what point does the process 
end? 

But of course all this talk about ‘demo¬ 
cracy’ and the ‘democratisation’ of the world 
is just code. Such buzzwords are merely 
camouflage for very different ends. What do 
Strauss, Kristol and a whole army of other 
‘neo-cons’ clustered around President Bush 
have in common? Not sure? Then include 
Paul Wolfowitz, US Deputy Secretary for 
Defence, Abram Shulsky, Director of the 
Pentagon’s Office of Special Plans, Ari 
Fleischer, White House spokesman, and 
Richard Perle, head of the Pentagon defence 
policy board. Are we getting warm? Does the 
reader really require me to continue? 

Better than that, let me quote from an 
item in The Economist , an impeccable ‘estab¬ 
lishment’ journal, which appeared in March 
this year:- 

“Gradually, people from the left and right 
are beginning to allege in public what 
some moderates whisper privately: that 
war against Iraq has been promoted by a 
cabal of Jewish hardliners who are more 
concerned with protecting Israel than they 
are with advancing America’s national 


interest.” 

Could such a piece have actually app¬ 
eared in a publication like The Economist ? 
Apparently it could. And it did! And that just 
goes to show, again, how certain things are 
coming out into the open which not long ago 
would have been tightly censored and supp¬ 
ressed And that is not all. In no less a 
newspaper than the New York Times , 
columnist Maureen Dowd wrote the follow¬ 
ing last October:- 

“Influential Jewish conservatives inside 
and outside the administration have been 
fierce in supporting a war on Saddam, 
thinking it could help Israel by scram¬ 
bling the Middle East map and encour¬ 
aging democracy.” 

Doctrine for the globe 

But are the welfare and security of Israel 
the only consideration? Let us remind our¬ 
selves of the Strauss doctrine: that the whole 
globe must become ‘democratic’. When this 
matter is seen in context, are we really 
talking about ‘democracy’ or are we talking 
about Jewish control ? Considering, as we 
have seen, that decidedly ‘undemocratic’ 
means apparently have to be employed to 
achieve this objective, it seems not unreas¬ 
onable to point to the latter. In other words, 
so-called ‘democracy’ looks very much just a 
misleading euphemism for a Zionist World 
Order in which the people who own so much 
of the press and television and nearly all of 
the film industry, and who clearly can ‘buy’ 
the politicians, will pull the strings behind a 


mere facade of parliamentary institutions - 
which, as demonstrated, must be imposed 
upon those nations who might not wish to 
embrace them! 

The formula seems blindingly simple. 
The United States, because of its economic 
and military power, must be granted world 
hegemony. As Jews effectively control the 
American media and the American Govern¬ 
ment, this hegemony would in fact be a 
Jewish hegemony - under which ordinary 
Americans would be as much serfs as the 
people of other nations. This was what was 
predicted in The Protocols more than a 
century ago. Whether the document was a 
forgery or not, that seems to have been a 
mighty shrewd prediction! 

But when The Protocols first surfaced 
all this was largely concealed from the 
broad mass of the people in all the coun¬ 
tries of the world; it was only observed 
and understood by a small minority of the 
politically conscious. Now it is being 
enacted in a way that millions can see and 
recognise. We are witnessing a gigantic 
conspiracy being unveiled - as seems 
always to have been inevitable because of 
the immense scale and scope of its ambit¬ 
ions. The ramifications of this are so 
tremendous that even those of us who 
take great care to watch and think, who 
like to believe themselves informed about 
the currents of national and international 
politics, probably have yet to grasp the 
full meaning of what it all portends. 

Truly it might be said that we live in 
interesting times! 


De-mythologising Private Lynch 


LORD PONSONY once famously said 
that when nations go to war the first 
casualty is truth. We were reminded of 
this last month when it was revealed 
that the hysterically hyped-up (or 
perhaps we should nowadays say 
'sexed-up') story of the rescue of US 
Army Private Jessica Lynch from the 
clutches of those diabolical Iraqis was 
fiction from start to finish. 

At a time when President Bush and 
his poodle Tony Blair were facing 
mounting criticism over the Iraq war, 
the Americans decided they needed a 
national 'hero' on whom to focus 
patriotic feeling and distract the 
masses from their growing concern 
about the political advisability of the 
conflict. A small war incident was 
seized upon and the Washington lie- 
factory went into overdrive. 

The world read that Private Lynch, 
a 19-year-old army clerk from West 
Virginia, was captured when her unit 
took a wrong turning just outside 



Nasiriya and 
was ambushed. 

The story went 
on to say that 
Jessica was 
engaged in a 
pitched battle 
with Iraqis, in 
which she 
emptied her 
revolvers at 
them until she 
was shot and 
stabbed. Just 
barely alive, she 
was dragged off 
to be tortured. 

Then, in true _ 

Hollywood US- 

Cavalry fashion, American special 
forces were supposed to have made a 
daring raid on Private Lynch's place of 
captivity and whisked her away to 
freedom! 

Sounds dramatic. The trouble was 


PHONEY STORY 
This is the front page 
of Newsweek maga¬ 
zine, reporting the 
allegedly daring oper¬ 
ation to rescue 
Jessica from 
Saddam's 'torturers' 


that none of this happened. 

Caught with their pants down due 
to the testimony of witnesses, the war 
propagandists of the Pentagon later 
admitted that there was no shoot-out. 
Jessica wasn't wounded in any battle 
but sustained her injuries when her 
vehicle crashed. Far from being 
tortured, she was extremely well cared 
for in a nearby hospital where Iraqi 
doctors provided her with the best 
treatment available, and possibly 
saved her life. 

A Daily Mail leader had it well 
summed up. Commenting on the big 
public fib, it said: "There, in a nutshell, 
is why politics and politicians are so 
distrusted and despised." 

One thing more might be said. This 
particular war propaganda lie was ex¬ 
posed. How many others, dating back 
a long way in time, have yet to feel the 
spotlight of truth? Now that is a really 
interesting question! 

JEFFREY TURNER 
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VOCABULARY FOR THE 
POLITICALLY AWARE 


Nationalist 

Synonym for patriot. Supporter of the 
nation-state founded on racial integrity, a 
common culture, historic achievement, and 
occupation of the same homeland for 
centuries. One who is invariably loyal to his 
ancestry, kinfolk and native country . 

Nation-State 

An authentic nation-state incorporates 
certain basic features:- 

• At least 90 per cent common racial 
ancestry. 

• A common language (which does not 
exclude retention of some subsidiary 
ancestral languages like Gaelic). 

• A shared culture in terms of racial 
literature, art, music, religion, science 
and technology. 

• A highly-developed legislative and 
judicial system, including trial by jury, 
sensible rules of evidence and an 
independent judiciary. 

Many of the so-called 'nations' set up 
during the present century (and particularly 
since 1 945) must be regarded as synthetic 
and inherently non-viable. They are the 
product of political expediency and fashion¬ 
able ideology of the egalitarian variety. 
Much, if not most, of the present internat¬ 
ional instability and conflict is a direct 
consequence of imposing an arbitrary and 
synthetic 'nationhood' on fundamentally 
disparate and incompatible populations; 
examples include African 'states', India, 
Pakistan, Bangladesh, the USSR, most of 
Latin-America, Indonesia, Israel, Lebanon, 
Yugoslavia and some Arab republics. Many 
of these are also economically non-viable 
and remain 'independent' only in name, 
subsisting largely on Western charity. 

'Negotiated Settlement' 

The present government's term for 
protracted surrender to IRA terrorism. There 
can, of course, be no 'settlement' to detach 
Ulster from the United Kingdom and trans¬ 
fer it to the Irish Republic. The mere fact 
that the government is negotiating at all 
gives the IRA a coded message to the 
effect that, as and when it is politically 
expedient, Ulster will be betrayed. The Irish 
government has nothing to offer Ulster 
except renunciation of its spurious claim on 
that part of Ireland. British Nationalists will 
support their Ulster compatriots in 
preserving the territorial integrity of the UK 
by any means necessary. 

Negrophilia 

An extreme form of liberalism whereby 
negroes are absurdly over-indulged. Typical 
examples occur frequently in the mass 
media, publishing and entertainment 
worlds. Negrophilia finds its most extreme 
expression in miscegenation. 

However, what sometimes passes for 
negrophilia is often the product of minds 


entirely lacking in any regard for black 
people but interested only in using their 
supposed 'grievances' for political 
purposes. 

Parasite 

There are only three kinds of relationship 
between different species:- 

(i) Symbiotic, i.e. mutually beneficial. 

(ii) Predator-Prey, the former always 
subsisting at the later's expense. 

(iii) Host-Parasite, the latter subsisting 
always at the former's expense. 

A parasitic organism subsists wholly or 
mainly by attaching itself to a higher organ¬ 
ism - without contributing anything which 
the host organisam could not otherwise 
obtain from its own resources. The essence 
of the matter is that the parasite itself 
would cease to exist, or would suffer a 
greatly reduced quality of life, if separated 
from the unwitting/unwilling host, whereas 
the host does not need the parasite, and 
usually suffers more or less severely from 
its attachment, even to the point of its own 
premature extinction. 

In the context of human evolution, some 
races have proved incapable of self-ad¬ 
vancement beyond the bare subsistence 
level; consequently, they can only improve 
their lives by attaching themselves - i.e. 
becoming parasitical upon - more success¬ 
ful and resourceful races. 

From the evolutionary standpoint, it is 
therefore accurate to describe some races 
as parasitical upon others. In the long term 
this tendency could well reach a point at 
which the host race is crippled by its 
parasites and the entire evolutionary 
process is put in jeopardy. 

Passive Resistance 

Means doing nothing at all to assist a 
bad government and everything short of 
criminal behaviour to get rid of it. It there¬ 
fore represents the minimum response for 
anyone opposed to anti-British legislation. 

The People' 

For the renegade politician the term 
'people' simply means election-fodder, 
without regard to race, religion, language, 
education, family status, work record, 
service to the nation, etc. Whatever the 
subject under discussion, the acid test of 
any politician's credibility is his/her defin¬ 
ition of 'the people' whose welfare is 
supposed to be the central concern. And 
anyone who fails to equate 'the British 
people' just with those of English, Welsh, 
Scots, Irish or kindred European ancestry 
has nothing to say worth listening to. So 
when you hear a politician refer to 'the 
people', simply ask: "What people?" 

Political correctness 

Derisive term for all attempts to re-write 
history, revise language and regulate 
behaviour in order to protect the self¬ 


esteem of racial and sexual minorities. Its 
most appropriate icon is the black lesbian 
dwarf wearing a crown. 

Progress 

This term is discredited when applied to 
fundamentally undesirable changes. Thus, 
for example, British power, influence and 
prosperity have actually regressed during 
the present century to an extent our ances¬ 
tors would have deemed incredible; so 
politicians' talk of 'progress' is extremely 
suspect. Any country, like any individual, 
not actually gaining in power, influence, 
territory and other assets is not achieving 
progress. 

Propaganda 

Systematic measures to mislead the 
general public as to the true state of affairs, 
and to indoctrinate people with an inher¬ 
ently undesirable ideology. It relies upon 
ambiguity, half-truths, euphemism, censor¬ 
ship, ignorance, patronage, repetition and 
the 'media mafia', as well as downright 
lies. Thus, for example, all popular radio/TV 
programmes are loaded with 'political 
correctness' on subjects like multi-racial- 
ism, feminism, homosexuality, Gentile 
guilt, anti-nationalism and highly tenden¬ 
tious accounts of British history. Much the 
same applies to magazines and advertise¬ 
ments. 

Proscription 

Official outlawing of an organisation or 
faction. Jews, Blacks, Asians and liberals 
are always demanding proscription of the 
British Nationalist movement; but the 
problem for the Establishment is that, much 
as it would like to oblige, this would only 
create a dangerous 'underground' move¬ 
ment with very widespread popular 
support. Consequently, the Establishment 
resorts to more devious and indirect tactics 
to contain and frustrate the nationalist 
movement, for example:- 

• The Race Relations and Public Order 
Acts. 

• Legal and quasi-legal harassment of 
leading nationalists. 

• Indulgence towards militant anti-nation¬ 
alist organisations. 

• Exclusion of nationalists and nationalist 
material from the mass media, libraries, 
booksellers, schools and colleges, all 
public and many private appointments. 

• Prominent and generous support for 
multi-racial policies and activities in 
order to present nationalism as a 
'lunatic fringe'. 

These tactics seem to be working well 
enough so far to make legal proscription 
superfluous now or in the foreseeable 
future. Even so, proscription could still be 
the Establishment's last-resort tactic when 
the BNP attracts more and more popular 
support. 
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Ten Weddings 
und our Funeral 


Not ready for the euro but rushing into a new 
constitution: COLIN VERNON looks at the current 
state of play concerning Britain and the EU 


AT THE MOMENT there are 15 
members of the European Union but by 
2006 it is likely that the number will have 
grown to at least 25. Three of the present 
15, Denmark, Sweden and the United 
Kingdom, have not yet adopted the single 
currency. Norway and Switzerland are 
the only Western European nations which 
retain their independence. Mr. Romano 
Prodi, president of the EU Commission 
has described the enlargement as a 
“political masterpiece.” Among the 
countries due to join in 2004, it has been 
said of Poland that it lacks the means to 
control the billions of euros which will 
soon be raining down on its five million 
farmers. Latvia has been described as 
having serious problems with pre-trial 
detention, unsound police and judges, 
and a high level of corruption. Similar 
comments have been made about the 
Czech Republic, Hungary and Slovakia, 
all of whom are riddled with fraud and 
need to clean up their judicial systems. 
The good news is that some candidates, 
notably Estonia and Slovenia, can claim 
better records than Italy, a founder 
member of the Union! 

Most EU countries are keeping controls 
on workers coming from Eastern Europe 
for up to seven years. Britain alone is 
giving all the ‘new citizens’ immediate 
rights to residence, employment and access 
to the welfare state. Note that unemploy¬ 
ment benefit is £14 a week in Poland and 
£9.50 in Latvia. On the other hand, those 
with a really macabre sense of humour will 
be amused to learn that we British will soon 
be able to settle in Slovakia or Lithuania 
and claim benefits! 

Valery’s constitution 

When M. Valery Giscard d’Estaing 
presented his final blueprint for the EU’s 
first constitution he observed that: “The 
closer you stick to our text... then the 
lighter will be your task.” Judiciously, that 
text refrained from mentioning the word 
‘federal’ or a ‘United States of Europe’: 
omissions quickly seized upon by Peter 
Hain, the government’s chief negotiator, 
who pointed out, somewhat ingenuously, 
that euro-sceptics now had nothing to worry 
about! When pressured on the need for a 
referendum, this same Mr. Hain opined 
that: “Treaty change is a matter for member- 
states to decide... in accordance with their 
own constitutional requirements. It is right 
that Parliament should decide on the results 
the Government achieves at inter-govern¬ 
mental conferences.” Interestingly, Spain’s 
foreign minister said of the text that: “It is 
not pure rhetoric, and puts an end to 19th 
century diplomacy where agreements were 
signed behind closed doors. ” So will the 
Spanish get a referendum? 

Even the most diehard euro-sceptic 
would agree that a club of 25 members 


cannot function properly if any member can 
shove a spanner in the works by vetoing a 
proposal supported by the majority. So, 
naturally enough, the draft constitution 
takes us a long way down the road towards 
qualified majority voting in all matters of 
EU policy-making. Yet we read that Tony 
Blair thinks - or says he thinks - that 
national governments should retain control 
over foreign policy, running the economy, 
taxation and social security, and that there 
should not be a European Public Prose¬ 
cutor. It looks as though the Government is 
in for a rough ride when the inter-govern¬ 
mental conference considers the new 
constitution in October, with a view to 
agreeing a finalised draft in the late spring 
of next year. Can we therefore look forward 
to a carefully worded fudge where, as a 
sop, Blair 
gets his 
own way 
over 

majority¬ 
voting on 
the asylum- 
seeker 
question 
but gives 
ground 
every¬ 
where else? 

After all, 
he needs to 
show that 
he is a 
good Euro¬ 
pean so, at the end of the day, he will 
probably settle for a hotchpotch com¬ 
promise which will be hailed as a victory 
but which won’t stand up when you look at 
the small print. 

Come and join us, says Tony 

When it comes to sheer hypocrisy our 
Government stands out in a crowd. As 
mentioned above, it pretends to want to 
keep control over the economy, and yet 


wants Britain to embrace the euro at the 
earliest opportunity, knowing full well that 
these aims are incompatible. With the cheek 
of the devil, the Prime Minister has laid 
down the gauntlet and is saying: “You are 
either with me or against me. Either you 
welcome the single currency, or you are 
one of those incorrigibles who would prefer 
to be out of the EU and missing all the 
benefits its members enjoy.” His ploy is, of 
course, to make things difficult for the 
Tories, who cling to a strange belief that it . 
is fine to be in Europe but not too far in. 

For the moment, the IDS faction is saying 
that it does not want the euro, and would 
like to halt the ‘EU Steamroller’. It foresees 
“a democratic revolution and the return of 
power to the nation states.” Exactly how it 
will push this boulder uphill is not properly 
explained. On the other hand, the Clarke 
faction is more or less ready to canonise 
Mr. Prodi whenever an opportunity 
presents itself. Duncan-Smith is playing to 
the gallery while his party remains funda¬ 
mentally split. 

Oddly enough, in a sense, Mr. Blair has 
got it right. As long as we hang about on the 
periphery, with what might be described as 
honorary membership, we are getting the 
worst of both worlds. However, his chall¬ 
enge, while it may discomfort the shadow 
cabinet, is music to the ears of all true 
believers in freedom. It opens up the debate 
and allows us to focus on the fundamentals 
- a route the Tories do not have the courage 
to take. 

Not never but not now 

The famous tests of convergence were 
designed, we are told, to ensure that the UK 
economy will be able to slip more or less 
painlessly into the euro straitjacket on the 
day that we join the single currency. All 
this is, of course, a preposterous hoax 
intended to convey the impression that a 
decision will be taken on purely economic 
criteria, when in fact it will be an overtly 
political move - the ultimate treachery. 



GISCARD D’ESTAING 
Deciding our future? 
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Unluckily for the government, the Treasury 
took its task seriously and, for what it is 
worth, just one test has been ‘satisfied’, 
which is that the City is ready for the euro 
and will not suffer when Britain takes the 
plunge. Funnily enough, the word in the 
City is that “we’ll always out-gun the other 
financial centres even if we keep the 
pound.” 

Getting us organised 

A clearly disappointed Prime Minister 
has ordered his Chancellor of the Excheq¬ 
uer to do all he can to speed things up so as 
to facilitate our embracing the euro as soon 
as possible. Because ‘boom and bust’ has 
been, often quite wrongly I believe, blamed 
on the volatility of the housing market, we 
will now be encouraged to go for fixed-rate 
mortgages while, at the same time, 
planning restrictions, particularly in the 
South East, will be quietly dumped, so that 
Mr. Prescott can get on with his massive 
house-building programme designed to 
destroy what is left of our countryside. 
Next, it seems that we will be watching, 
albeit with a certain amount of amusement, 
the spectacle of a Labour government 
championing the idea of regional pay 
bargaining in the public sector. Can you 
imagine the reaction of Unison and all the 
rest when Brown suggests this? Also, from 
November, the Bank of England will be 
told to set interest rates to “hit a target for 
inflation based upon the EU’s harmonised 
index of consumer prices.” Whatever 
happened to the Bank’s much vaunted 
freedom to set rates appropriate to our 
British economy? Finally, we have broad 
hints that there will be big tax-hikes to 
smooth Britain’s path into the single 
currency. 

What happens when we go in? 

When you no longer have the power to 
set interest-rates (monetary control), then 
fine tuning by adjusting taxes (fiscal 
control) is the only remaining option. Some 
of you may just remember the Wilson 
Government’s disastrous attempts to 
combat inflation by siphoning off excess 
purchasing power through tax increases, 
which resulted in afternoon tea and cakes in 
Downing Street, wage increases of up to 30 
per cent, and of course higher inflation. 
Income tax, says the Treasury, could rise 
by 5p in the pound when we join up. How¬ 
ever it is also said that inside the euro every 
one of us could be at least £50 a year better 
off, which is less than £1 a week. In a 
delightful piece of irony, one commentator 
observed that: “Never before in history has 
a government been brave enough to express 
national sovereignty in terms of a simple 
cash value.” 

In fact, it is certain that radical new 
taxes will be needed, including a property 


tax (that means an annual tax on your own 
home) plus capital-gains tax when you sell 
that home - as well as variable VAT, and 
the revival of so-called economic regulators 
which would allow the Chancellor to alter 
the duty on petrol, tobacco and alcohol 
between budgets. As one expert put it, 

“The idea that tax rates should be used 
actively to manage spending power has 
been out of fashion for three decades, but 
Mr. Brown is willing to put the clock 
back.” Effectively, we will have embarked 
on a merry-go-round to hell and we will get 
nothing out of it. 

The State of the Union 

A couple of years ago, as a gesture of 
goodwill, I set aside a transparent plastic 
folder intended to house clippings and 
comment in any way favourable to the EU 
and its enterprises. Predictably, as I 
contemplate the front cover, the whole of 
the back cover is still clearly visible. 

They have just re-written the Common 
Agricultural Policy, which will still cost 
£30 billions a year and in which the main 
beneficiaries are still France, Spain and 
Greece. It costs the average British family 
of four £16 a week in taxes and unnecess¬ 
arily inflated prices. Every EU cow gets 
more than £1.30 a day in subsidies. There 
are 1.1 billion people in the world living on 
half that much. 

When Jacques Santer’s disgraced 
Commission departed, under protest, in 
1999, we were told that this was the end of 
fraud scandals. Things would be different. 
Just watch and see! So we watched, and just 
three weeks ago the director general of 
Eurostat (that’s the Commission’s own 
statistical agency) and two of his deputies, 
were moved to advisory non-management 
posts pending an investigation into serious 
allegations of malpractice. But this time we 
are not talking about dodgy numbers for 
olive production, or disappearing Charolais 
bulls, but about an important arm of the 
Commission with an office in Luxembourg 
employing 760 people. And this sort of 
scandal will go on; not just because the EU 
is a happy hunting ground for crooks, but 


also because there is nobody there with the 
brain or the guts to sort it out. 

Our scientists are warning that idiotic 
EU rules on clinical trials will cost lives. 
The Government has set up a joint task 
force with medical charities and the 
Medical Research Council to consider how 
these barmy directives can be implemented 
to do the least possible damage. 

The EU Commission plans for new 
consumer credit laws fail both lenders and 
consumers, says Bristol University’s 
Personal Finance Research Centre. Consu¬ 
mers will have inadequate protection while 
credit providers will be strangled in unnec¬ 
essary red tape. 

The true cost of this useless monolithic 
structure may never be known, and the 
catalogue of its mistakes, misdeeds and 
misconceptions would undoubtedly fill 
thousands of pages. The plain fact is, we 
don’t need it! 

It’s between us and them 

By us, I mean the BNP, and today more 
than 60 per cent of our folk would back us 
and vote ‘no’ to joining a single currency, 
with only a brainwashed 30 per cent, at the 
very most, prepared to say ‘yes’. The 
shallow, wavering, vacillating UKIP has no 
place in this battle. And those battle lines 
are being drawn. Labour’s advertising 
agency has been instructed to play on public 
fears about Britain remaining outside the 
euro. We will be told the grotesque lie (see 
my comments above) that our families will 
lose out as the rest of Europe gets richer 
(ask the Germans about that one). Joining 
the euro will be portrayed as a patriotic 
move. The world, we will be told, is 
coalescing into groups and it is thus 
counter-intuitive for Britain to be off on its 
own. Their world maybe, but not ours, 
because we will be free! Only one political 
party stands wholeheartedly prepared to 
defend our British freedom, and has, hope¬ 
fully, already drafted that historic letter 
informing the eurocrats in Brussels that we 
have had more than enough of them. We 
deserve your support and so do your child¬ 
ren! 



THE POUND 
Make no 
mistake, the 
politicians 
are resolved 
on surrender¬ 
ing it just as 
soon as they 
think they 
can get away 
with it. 
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A NEW PERSPECTIVE 
ON 4 ANTI-SEMITISM’ 


MANY of us realise that we live in an absurd 
age, and one of the most absurd media 
events of last month was that of Peter 
Mandelson's pal David Aaronovitch (like 
Mandelson, a former Communist, now 
turned New Labourite) being given ample 
TV time and pages of broadsheet space in 
order to attack Arabs for being 'anti- 
Semites'. Even though some of the poor 
Arabs he berated were living in Palestine 
under almost perpetual Israeli bombard¬ 
ment, they were the villains of the piece! 

Underlying all of Aaronvitch's argu¬ 
ments was an exceptionally ethnocentric 
world view. To him, it would seem that 
Gentiles don't really exist at all except as 
irrational haters of his people, either actively 
menacing or at best passively hostile. 
Fortunately, in gaining an understanding of 
how such strange views came into being - 
and how they now dominate the world of 
media and politics - we can go to the works 
of Kevin MacDonald. 

Kevin MacDonald has an academic post 
as Professor of Psychology at California 
State University. His special interest is in 
applying evolutionary psychology to gain a 
better understanding of the nature of ethnic 
conflicts and rivalries. Specifically, in his 
massive three-part magnum opus, he makes 
an exhaustive study of Jewish-Gentile relat¬ 
ions throughout history. The books are: A 
People That Shall Dwell Alone, Separation 
and its Discontents and The Culture of 
Critique. 

MacDonald's tone is - with the excep¬ 
tion of some parts of The Culture of Critique 
-- cool, neutral and detached. He brings out 
some facts that could hardly be described as 
'anti-Semitic', such as the finding, given in 
A People That Shall Dwell Alone, that the 
average Ashkenazi Jewish IQ is a full 1 5 
points higher than that of Caucasians. 

EVOLUTIONARY STRATEGY 

Fundamentally, MacDonald sees Juda¬ 
ism as a group evolutionary strategy, 
designed to aid competition against other 
groups. He points out that Judaism - with 
its extensive customs, priestly regulations 
and restrictions - enabled Jewish survival 
throughout many years scattered in the 
midst of other populations from ancient 
times onwards, a unique achievement 
matched by no other ethnic/religious group¬ 
ing. 

In MacDonald's words: "The Jews were 
the only ethnic group to survive intact after 
the upheavals that occurred at the end of 
antiquity. After the barbarian invasions and 
the collapse of the Roman Empire, there 
were further assimilative processes. The 
agricultural peoples of the Middle East, with 
the exception of the Jews, lost their iden¬ 
tities in the early Islamic period (Goitein, 


1974). Moreover, Christianity steadily dis¬ 
appeared in parts of the Arab empire, but 
flourishing Jewish communities remained 
even after Jews were relegated to a subser¬ 
vient, humiliated status. Similarly, Lea 
(1906-07, 139ff) notes the existence of 
Ostrogoths, Visigoths, Celt-lberians, and 
Romans in seventh-century Spain, but only 
the Jews survived as an independent ethnic 


group - the others presumably becoming 
completely assimilated via intermarriage." 

According to MacDonald's analysis, the 
Greeks and Romans were in general 
relatively relaxed about ethnicity and what 
we would today term 'multi-culturalism'. 
Foreigners could become naturalised just by 
adopting the language and culture of the 
Greco-Roman world. In contrast, the whole 
point of Judaism, its entire raison d'etre, 
was the resisting of alien cultures, and the 
maintaining of strict separation. 

JEWISH MEASURES TO 
MAINTAIN RACE PURITY 

While the peoples conquered by the 
Greeks and Romans eventually assimilated 
their conquerors, the Israelites - as is 
shown by a reading of the Books of Joshua 
and Isaiah - tended to commit genocide in 
order to create and retain an ethnically pure 
state. 

Separation and Its Discontents studies 
the extent to which Jewish group behaviour 
stimulates anti-Semitism. MacDonald sees 
most 'anti-Semitism' as a mirror image of 
the Judaic viewpoint. 'Anti-Semitic' Gentiles 
- whether white, black or Asian - in most 
cases merely have equally strong emotional 
attachment to their own ethnic identities as 
do ethnically conscious Jews. 

Though his subject matter is contro¬ 
versial, MacDonald continues to maintain 
his neutral stance. He doesn't suggest that 
Jewish behaviour is worse than any other 
peoples', merely that their tactics are often 
more successful than are those of Gentiles. 
MacDonald would presumably assent to 
Ezra Pound's sensible statement that: "It is 
nonsense for the Anglo-Saxon for revile the 
Jew for beating him at his own game." He is 
careful to avoid any conspiracy theorising 
on the grand scale as in the style of The 
Protocols of the Elders of Zion, and instead 


concentrates on what can be proved from 
the evidence of different academic discip¬ 
lines. 

GENTILE REACTION 

In Separation and Its Discontents, he 
examines three different eras of 'anti- 
Semitism', namely the later Roman Empire, 
1 5th century Spain and National Socialist 


Germany, coming to the conclusion that 
each of these episodes involved the birth of 
a powerful Gentile group cohesion, as a 
direct reaction to the almost overwhelm¬ 
ingly successful group strategy of Judaism. 

But while A People that Shall Dwell 
Alone and Separation and Its Discontents 
are of great interest in understanding the 
historic basis of Jewish-Gentile relations 
and ethnic conflict in general, The Culture of 
Critique is of vital importance in under¬ 
standing the 'here and now'. The Culture of 
Critique is subtitled An Evolutionary Analy¬ 
sis of Jewish Involvement in Twentieth- 
Century Intellectual and Political Move¬ 
ments. 

MacDonald boldly asserts of the 20th 
century, one of the most disastrous eras 
ever in recorded in history, that:- 

"The 20th century in Europe and the 
Western world, like the 15th century in 
Spain, was a Jewish century because 
Jews and Jewish organisations were 
intimately and decisively involved in all 
of the important events. If I am correct 
in asserting that Jewish participation 
was a necessary condition for the 
Bolshevik Revolution and its murder¬ 
ous aftermath, one could also argue 
that Jews thereby had a massive 
influence on later events." 

Of course, such comments, in even a 
heavy academic book, bring about the usual 
howls from the usual quarters, but this is 
yet another example of extreme Jewish 
ethnocentrism. Israel Shamir's humorous 
aside about such attitudes sums up the 
situation: "How dare you say 'The Amer¬ 
icans nuked Hiroshima'? I am an American, 
and I did not nuke Hiroshima." As the 
anecdote indicates, other nationalities do in 
general seem much less hypersensitive to 
criticism. 

As MacDonald indicates, the Commun- 
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Jewish Bolshevik leaders: Leon Trotsky (real name Bronstein) on left; Grigori Zinoviev (real name Apfelbaum) in centre; and Karl Radek 
(real name Sobelsohn) on right. The dominant representation of Jews in the Soviet regime following the Revolution in Russia in 1917 

provoked strong reactions in the Gentile world. 


ist regime established in Russia in 1 91 7 was 
dominated, not by Russians, but by 'ethnic 
outsiders', chiefly though not exclusively 
Jewish. He goes on to say that this was not 
a 'Nazi' perception by any means, but one 
shared by the leading politicians in the 
Western World, such as Balfour, Winston 
Churchill, Lloyd George and Woodrow 
Wilson. Indeed Churchill was most forth¬ 
right on this matter with his famous article 
of 1920 which referred to a "world-wide 
conspiracy for the overthrow of civilis¬ 
ation." 

MacDonald notes that Jewish individ¬ 
uals were not only prominent in the Soviet 
leadership, but also numerous in the secret 
police apparatus - the Cheka, GPU and 
NKVD - that ran the largest system of 
concentration camps in the world. He 
quotes Leonard Schapiro to the effect that: 
"... anyone who had the misfortune to fall 
into the hands of the Cheka stood a very 
good chance of finding himself confronted 
with, and possibly shot by, a Jewish invest¬ 
igator." 

Along with German historian Ernst 
Nolte, MacDonald says that the heavily 
Judaic composition of Communism - as 
seen also in Bavaria and Hungary, as well as 
Russia - was one of the prime reasons for 
Hitler's wish to destroy the USSR and for 
the anti-Jewish measures of the German 
National Socialists. Thus the 1917 Revol¬ 
ution was the defining event of the 20th 
Century, since without it in all likelihood 
there would have been no World War II and 
no Cold War. 

MacDonald's succinct summing up of 
the years that followed 1945 is that: "The 
victory over National Socialism then set the 
stage for the tremendous increase in Jewish 
power in the post-World War II Western 
World. This new-found power facilitated the 
establishment of Israel, the transformation 
of the United States and other Western 
nations in the direction of multi-racial, multi¬ 
cultural societies via large-scale non-white 
immigration, and the consequent decline in 
European demographic and cultural pre¬ 
eminence." 

This quote neatly brings us to one of the 
major themes of The Culture of Critique-. 


how and why did this Euro-American 
decline come about, and in such a compar¬ 
atively short time? 

MacDonald comments that:- 

"At the intellectual level, Jewish intell¬ 
ectuals led the battle against the idea 
that races even exist and against the 
idea that there are differences in 
intelligence or cultural level between 
the races that are rooted in biology. 
They also spearheaded defining Amer¬ 
ica as a set of abstract principles rather 
than an ethno-cultural civilisation. At 
the level of politics, Jewish organis¬ 
ations spearheaded the drive to open 
up immigration to all of the peoples of 
the world. Jewish organisations also 
played a key role in furthering the 
interests of other racial and ethnic 
minorities, and they led the legal and 
legislative effort to remove Christianity 
from public places." 

WHITE GENTILE WEAKNESS 

But underlying all this is a specific 
weakness on the part of white peoples. 
MacDonald suggests that Northern Euro¬ 
peans, due to their background of Ice Age 
Europe, were less subject to ethnic com¬ 
petition, and therefore evolved to be much 
less ethnocentric, xenophobic and collectiv¬ 
ist than Middle Easterners and Asiatics. 

Hence the extreme vulnerability of our 
people, when subject to persistent 'cultural 
warfare', as was practised during the 20th 
century. Now central to the psychological 
assault on western values is the 'Holocaust' 
cult, which MacDonald describes as "the 
elevation of Jewish experiences of suffer¬ 
ing during World War II... to the level of the 
pivotal historico-cultural icon in Western 
societies." 

MacDonald quotes an Israeli writer, 
Boas Evron, on this quasi-religion, as saying 
that: "the real aim of which is not at all an 
understanding of the past, but a manip¬ 
ulation of the present." As a result of this 
manipulation, 'perpetual-victim' status is 
assigned to a dominant political, intell¬ 
ectual and economic group, since - to pick 
just a few statistics from the US out of 


many - out of a population proportion of 
2-3 per cent, Jewish executives make up 
60 per cent of the media elite, and Jewish 
per-capita income is double that of the 
country's Gentiles. 

Additionally, the way is made clear for 
the massive US subsidies to Israel, and the 
perpetual warfare that this engenders (now 
claiming, at the time of writing, a US 
serviceman a day in occupied Iraq). Says 
MacDonald:- 

"My perception is that the Jewish 
community in the US is moving agg¬ 
ressively ahead, ignoring the huge 
disruptions Jewish organisations have 
caused in the West (now mainly via 
successful advocacy of massive non- 
European immigration) and in the 
Islamic world (via the treatment of 
Palestinians by Israel). Whatever the 
justification for such beliefs, US 
support for Israel is by all accounts an 
emotionally compelling issue in the 
Arab world. A true test of Jewish 
power in the United States will be 
whether support for Israel is main¬ 
tained even in the face of the enor¬ 
mous costs that have already been 
paid by the US in terms of loss of life, 
economic disruption, hatred and dis¬ 
trust throughout the Muslim world, 
and loss of civil liberties at home." 

Kevin MacDonald's work - though sub¬ 
stantial parts are accessible to the general 
reader - is very much the writing of an 
academic and specialist. It deploys complex 
arguments and is heavily footnoted. For 
explanations of its subject matter, one of 
the most vital issues of our times, some 
may go instead to Ivor Benson or Douglas 
Reed. For 'inside information', as it were, 
the writings of two Jewish defectors to the 
cause of the West - one of the past, the 
other very much of today - namely Ben 
Freedman and Israel Shamir, may be 
preferred. Nonetheless, Professor Mac¬ 
Donald's outstanding and exhaustive 
survey demands our close attention as we 
seek to understand the ultimate causes 
behind the continuous decline and dest¬ 
ruction of our society. 
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Are the Bishops 
determined to 
destroy Britain? 


It is necessary to stress that the 
following article, like some others by the 
same writer, represents the writer's 
personal views only, and should not be 
taken as representative of editorial policy 
nor of any political party that this 
magazine supports. It should also be 
stated that we do not intend that this 
article will be the start of a long exchange 
of opinions on Christianity and paganism, 
extending over several months - as a few 
of our readers would like. We have more 
urgent matters with which to fill our space. 

THE FACT that even the Anglican 
Church has been penetrated by left- 
liberals just proves how totalitarian, in 
the literal sense of the word, Britain 
has now become. Liberalism has now 
totally absorbed all our major institut¬ 
ions. The Anglican Church was once 
the living embodiment of the white 
English people and their culture, and 
the most beautiful aspect of their 
architectural heritage: something to 
be treasured, defended and conserved. 

But not any more. The changes in the 
values of the Ministry have nothing to do 
with reinterpreting Biblical doctrine; in 
fact, they go against all Biblical teaching. 
For example, the ordination of women 
priests came about not because of any 
re-interpretation of theology but in order 
to give equal opportunities to women. All 
very laudable, but the Church isn’t a golf 
club, where membership rules can be 
changed by a show of hands. 

The fact that the Church leadership 
should even have been thinking of 
appointing ‘gay’ bishops or priests is just 
one more sign of moral and cultural 
deterioration in the one institution in 
which you would least expect it. Many on 
the right look on the steady leftward drift 
of the Church of England with loathing. 
Every Archbishop since Dr. Ramsey in 
the 1960s has done his best to under¬ 
mine our Christian values, and all have 
been appointed by naive politicians, 
totally unaware of the powerful cultural 
forces at work behind the scenes of the 
country they think they govern. They 
thought that a little bit of ‘modernisation’ 
would help stem falling congregation 
attendances. 

Bach Archbishop more liberal 

All of them, instead, have been taken 
for a ride, since every Archbishop has 
been more, not less, liberal and socially 
destructive than the previous one; and 
all of them have actually accelerated the 
decline in church attendances. At the 
same time, they risk splitting the Church 
into, not two, but several conflicting and 
opposing factions. Some church leaders 
want to join the Catholics, and others 
want to link up with other presbyterian 
ministries: anything to stop the disgust¬ 
ing rot. 

There is a sneaking fear that many of 


the top bishops and archbishops don’t 
actually believe in the Christian faith and 
its doctrines. Many of them should 
actually be slung out of the Church. 

They have become the enemy within. Far 
from halting the cultural decline and 
racial and social fragmentation of this 
country, they have done their best to 


speed it up. The fastest growing religion 
in Britain and in Europe is Islam, which 
has not been challenged or opposed by 



CANON JEFFREY JOHN 
He’s the pervert the CofE had been 
intending to ordain as a bishop. The 
rumpus in the Church persuaded him 
to withdraw - but this would seem 
only a temporary setback for the 
‘liberalisers’. 


the Church of England in the slightest. 
Indeed, many Anglican clergy think that 
a ‘multi-faith’ Britain is a good idea. They 
get away with it because they know that 
all the other power-brokers in this 
country believe the same thing. 

In the July 2003 issue of Spearhead a 
recorded talk by Kevin Alfred Strom 


pointed to the remarkable power of early 
Christianity in uniting all the white 
tribes of Europe under the Christian 
banner, and routing the Moslems and 
expelling the Moors from Europe. 

But Strom made an interesting point 
that has been echoed by fringe move¬ 
ments on the Right for many years: the 
source of European cultural greatness is 
in our scientific, architectural and 
musical heritage. Many have always 
suspected the treacherous under¬ 
currents in the Christian religion, and 
Strom reminds us that we must define 
ourselves firstly in ethnic and cultural 
terms, and put our race and its proud 
history first, in the same way that other 
races do. 

Races need their own religions 

An often overlooked point is that 
every civilisation, every ethnic creed, has 
had its own religion reflecting its own 
legends, myths and ancestral folklore. 
The white Europeans had Nordic, Saxon 
and Pagan, not Judeo-Christian, 
religions, which came originally from the 
Middle East. Some actually go so far as 
to say that the Christianisation of 
Europe has been tragic because it has 
been seen to be naturally antipathetic to 
community or national ties, and its 


Totalitarian liberalism, says ANTONY 
MiLNE, has completely taken over 
the Church of England, as it has 
almost all other national instututions 
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STILL NOT SATISFIED 

Peter Tatchell and his followers are seen here demonstrating at the Church’s 
General Synod in York last month. For them, the Clergy are not moving fast 
enough towards complete liberalisation. Note on Tatchell’s poster a non-PC 
word that has almost disappeared! 


practical effect has been to undermine 
the harmony and unity of our people. 

The Pagan Right has for years 
pointed to the inevitability of the ultra¬ 
liberalism that is inherent in Judeo- 
Christianity. The problem is that, alone 
of the world’s religions, it is internation¬ 
alist in spirit and recognises no borders. 
Other religions, even Judaism itself, are 
race- and culture-specific, and do not 
believe that their own societies are 
responsible for the suffering of the whole 
world, or that they need to atone for it. 

The Pagans themselves are a small 
and rather fragmented cultural move¬ 
ment. They believe in blending the best 
insights of our ancestors with science 
and ecology. They try to restore the 
memory of the beliefs and rituals of Euro¬ 
pean villages and the rural areas of old. 

Many Paganists are followers of 
Asatru, an early religion of a north-west¬ 
ern Europe inhabited by the Germanic 
tribes that became today’s ethnic comm¬ 
unities that speak Germanic languages, 
which, of course, includes the English. 

In the Runestone, an American 
journal “celebrating the indigenous 
religion of European Americans,” we 
read of the preaching of courage, honour 
and strength and of the importance of 
acknowledging family and ancestral 
bonds. Christianity, by comparison, has 
feminine values and is excessively self- 
abasing and cloying. It over-values the 
‘meek’ and the poorest (which might be a 
euphemism for the most feckless and 
incompetent). 

The North Wind is an interesting 
Yearbook of the Odinic Rite’ (Odin was 


an important Saxon god), containing 
rather poetic and whimsical tales of early 
Saxon peoples. Occasionally, however, a 
forthright and bitter article will appear 
highly critical of Christianity’s legacy. 
Andreas Ludwig sees great danger in the 
growth of Islam in Europe that Christ¬ 
ianity has done little to combat. Whereas 
the latter is globalistic, the former is 
imperialistic and militant. It wishes, 
says Ludwig, to transmit an Arabian 
culture virtually by foreign conquest 
rather than by spiritual conversion. 

Another Nordic writer, Thor Sannhet, 
has nothing but contempt for America. 
After the war, its citizens turned to 
occult beliefs and demonised and 
marginalised its fundamentalist 
Christians, who at least attempted to 
preserve their European heritage. 

Darkening of America 

Parasitism and vampirisation now 
rule, as the white community allows 
massive transfers of wealth to alien 
recipient groups, who now have powerful 
religious institutions working for them in 
the media. “America,” he writes, “has 
become a darkening social miasma with 
increasingly Third World characteristics, 
tainted with the stench of decadence and 
evil. The voices of Asgad (an Odinic god) 
have gone unheeded, and so chaos and 
Ragnarok and Loki (Nordic devils) have 
come as a sure reward for folly.” 

The more cerebral Pagan Right, 
largely the prerogative of European 
intellectuals, agrees with these senti¬ 
ments. But, rather than returning to 
forms of ancient worship, they wish to 


give more emphasis to the pre-Christian 
political, philosophical and cultural 
heritage of the Greeks and Romans. 

The Pagan right has an acronym, 
GRECE, which stands for the French 
equivalent of the Movement for the 
Study of European Civilisation. They 
deplore the fact that during the 20th 
century totalitarian movements have 
arisen which have been inimical to 
Europe’s progress and cohesiveness, 
especially Marxism and capitalism, 
which have both been internationalist in 
ethos and have emphasised economism 
and materialism. 

Fascism, instead, was nationalistic, 
but it was non-ideological because 
nationalism does not have a universal- 
istic application. It is surprising how 
often this is misunderstood. A further 
marked difference between the ‘isms’ is 
that only liberalism believes in an open- 
frontiers policy, which clearly the Soviets 
and Fascists did not. The Fascist leaders, 
in both Italy and Germany, were also 
more interested in and sympathetic to 
the earlier pre-Christian religions. 

However, it is inevitable that the New 
Right in Europe quite naturally 
distances itself from any overt criticism 
of Judaism because of the appalling 
legacy of fascist-inspired anti-semitic 
excesses. Nevertheless, the impact of 
white Jewish culture on the West has 
been profound: it has contributed enor¬ 
mously to our cultural and scientific 
progress. But at the same time it has 
legitimised the existence of diasporas, 
and has been indirectly responsible for 
the cultural norms manifested in the 
scores of new books on immigration and 
human rights that say, in so many words, 
that immigration should be a right for 
everyone, regardless of its effect on the 
recipient countries. 

All this is on the fringe, of course. 
Paganism is complicated, dated and 
sub-cultural, and hardly likely to gener¬ 
ate a mass following among people in 
quest of spiritual hope or a better life. 

Yet the Pagan and New Right have 
shown up the legacy of liberal Christian¬ 
ity for what it is, especially its cultural 
treachery and its sham claim that it 
represents the unchanging attitudes and 
values of the indigenous people of Britain 
and Europe (as it once did), and listens 
to their grievances, wishes to preserve 
and protect Europe’s moral and cultural 
heritage from foreign conquest and alien 
beliefs. 

Its critics provide an important 
insight as to where Europe and White 
America have gone disastrously wrong, 
and why their indigenous peoples may 
not even survive as races in their own 
homelands. Paganism would never, 
because it believes in cultural self-pres¬ 
ervation, have allowed alien forces and 
alien people to acquire the enormous 
influence that they do in present-day 
Europe. 
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THE National Health Service has had problems of one sort or 
another ever since its formation sixty years ago. The Labour 
Government blames the present problems - chronic waiting 
lists and under-staffing - on years of under-funding by the 
previous Tory government. To try to resolve this it has been 
pumping billions of pounds of public money into the service 
for the past six years but doesn't 
seem to have improved matters to 
any great extent at all. 

The Tories claim that these 
sums of extra money are exagger¬ 
ated and are often already bud¬ 
geted. There have been improve¬ 
ments in staff pay and working 
conditions and possibly, as time goes 
by, this may bring in more staff. 

Perhaps even larger pay increases is 
the only way to aid recruitment. 

Another claim by the Tories is 
that there is too much 'waste', but 
their views carry little real weight in 
view of their own performance when 
they were in power. 

Attempts made by management 
in the NHS to bring in extra staff 
apart from normal recruitment have 
only made problems worse. 

First of all, they employ agency 
staff. These are usually NHS-trained 
nurses who can earn more money by 
joining a nursing agency. These 
agencies charge high fees. It was 
claimed that for some specialist 
nurses the agencies demand £70 an hour. The nurse, of 
course, only receives a fraction of this. 

It seems incredible that the NHS can afford to pay this 
sort of money but it does. The NHS should try to eliminate 
agencies who charge such ridiculous sums. 

PROBLEMS OF OVERSEAS RECRUITMENT 

The NHS has also been recruiting staff from overseas, 
again at considerable cost. Some of these come from 
Europe - Spain and Finland are two examples - and many 
have to take English lessons before they can take up their 
duties. Others come from English-speaking countries, such 
as the USA, Australia and New Zealand. The cost of 
bringing these staff over here must be heavy. 

The most controversial area of recruitment is the 'Third 
World' - countries such as the Philippines, India and those 
of Africa. For decades, we in this country have been 
bombarded by demands from various charities to provide 
money food and medical supplies to be sent to the Third 
World, so it seems totally illogical and unethical that the 
NHS should poach nursing staff from such countries. The 
charities themselves have only made half-hearted protests 
against these policies. 

There have also been press reports claiming that some 
nurses from Africa have been found to have the AIDS virus. 
Evidently they aren't checked medically before they come 
here; and when they've arrived they've been allowed to 
stay - no doubt with treatment thrown in - but they aren't 
allowed to practise nursing. 

And once again, nurses from some Third World countries 
have to learn English before they can work. 

Some are being employed in private nursing homes 
where it is said that they are being exploited and underpaid. 


Doubts have also been cast on their nursing skills. During 
the trial of a matron accused of neglect at a private nursing 
home in the West of England it was claimed that many 
foreign nurses "had not had a great deal of experience at 
giving basic hands-on care." 

It can be appreciated that nurses from Third World lands 
could be attracted here, since pay 
and working conditions in Britain 
are far superior to those in their 
own countries. 

However, it seems odd that nurses 
from America, Europe and Australia 
should want to join the NHS - it 
can't be so bad after all! 

It might also be asked whether any 
check is kept on foreign nurses once 
they come here. Is there anything to 
stop them applying for better-paid 
work in the private sector or even 
outside nursing? Presumably, the 
NHS trusts pay for their accommo¬ 
dation when they first arrive. For 
how long does this go on? 

Recruitment of foreign staff is 
nothing new in the NHS. In the 
'fifties and 'sixties nurses and 
support workers were brought in 
from Commonwealth countries to 
boost staffing levels. These were 
mainly from the Caribbean and the 
Indian sub-continent. It was claimed 
by some that these immigrants were 
the mainstay of the NHS - though 
this was something of an exaggeration. If anyone called for 
an end to mass immigration in those days, liberals would 
respond by saying: "What would you do if there were no 
coloured people to run our hospitals?" 

"Cheer!" was one answer to this. 

Occasionally there are reports in newspapers of court 
cases involving medical staff who have made errors of 
judgement in treating patients resulting in them suing for 
damages, or even dying. In many of these cases the medical 
staff are of foreign origin. 

Another reason for not employing foreigners in the NHS! 

IMMIGRANTS EXPLOITING SERVICE 

Immigrants have always made use of the NHS. In some 
cases there are reciprocal arrangements with other 
countries agreeing to treat British nationals. The Depart¬ 
ment of Health and the Tory opposition are at last waking 
up to the cost of foreigners taking advantage of the service. 
Many asylum-seekers arriving here are receiving free treat¬ 
ment for their ailments having never contributed a penny 
during their lives in the way of insurance payments. This 


A familiar 
hospital 
scene. 
Immigrant 
staff have 
become a 
fixture - but 
there is no 
reason why 
this has to 
be so. 
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causes great indignation among the indigenous inhabitants, 
especially those who have been on waiting lists for a long 
time. 

Regrettably, some NHS staff and many liberals still 
believe that the service should be free for all! 

Early in 2003, a convicted drug-dealer in Scotland was 
ordered to be deported to Jamaica. Her doctor protested 
against this as she was suffering from AIDS and wouldn't 
be able to have the treatment she was receiving in this 
country! 

Quite obviously this doctor is badly out of touch with 
reality. It is largely because of people like of him that the 
NHS is in such a state. 

More use should be made of the voluntary sector to treat 
foreign patients. Separate medical facilities should be set 
up, funded by those who want the foreigners here. 

Recently the NHS has been sending patients to Europe 
for treatment - to France and Germany, for instance. 
Provided costs aren't too heavy, this seems a reasonable 
policy with our own health service in the condition it is, but 
it does seen illogical that we are treating foreigners for 
whatever ailment they have and sending our own people 
overseas. 

TREATMENT IN INDIA 

In June 2003, health chiefs in India announced that they 
could treat patients from the NHS. Even when the cost of 
air flights is included, it is cheaper this way! 

If there is surplus medical capacity in India it should be 
used to benefit the 'suffering millions' in that country. 


There is also some doubt as to whether the facilities and 
medical skills found in India are of the standard of those in 
Britain and Europe. 

It might be an idea, though, to send all asylum-seekers 
claiming treatment from the NHS to India on a one-way 
ticket. This would help solve a lot of our problems! 

The BNP should, then, campaign for even greater 
improvements in the salaries and conditions of work in the 
NHS to encourage more staff from the indigenous popu¬ 
lation. 

The recruitment of foreign staff should be actively 
discouraged - especially when it is from Third World 
countries. All foreign nurses are needed in their own health 
services and shouldn't be poached to work over here. 

An investigation should be held to try and ascertain 
what proportion of NHS patients are foreigners taking 
advantage, and then to refuse them treatment. If they 
object, we should deport them without further ado. 

These proposals won't solve all the problems of the NHS 
but they will help with some chronic cases, particularly 
those which haven't been looked at before because of 
political correctness. 

An end should be made to various Labour gimmicks, 
such as the endless 're-organisations', 'League tables' and 
attempts at fiddling the waiting lists. However, there is 
little doubt that the NHS is going to have problems for a 
long time to come - not just because of government 
interference but by way of its own bungling and 
inefficiency. Any government in power must keep a close 
watch on it. 


MADHOUSE BRITAIN 


AN Urdu-speaking asylum-seeker elected to 
Manchester City Council is costing the 
taxpayers an extra £20 an hour for his 
attendance at council meetings because he 
needs a translator. 

Father-of-eight Liaquat Ali was elected to 
the council on a Liberal Democrat ticket, but 
his English is so poor that he needs an 
interpreter to explain what is said at the 
meetings, as well as to translate what he says 
himself. 

When his party was accused of letting 
down voters by selecting a candidate who is 
likely to struggle to represent them, the party 
responded by calling the accusers ‘racist’. 

* * * 

A MAN who passed all the tests to become a 
policeman has been rejected by the Thames 
Valley force because he has a Union flag tattoo. 
Simon Dixon, 28, a former paratrooper, was told 
the tattoo could be classed as offensive to ethnic 
communities. 

* * * 

A NEW ‘resource pack’ being recommended for 
11-year-olds in schools urges teachers to discuss 
with their pupils: anal intercourse, sadism, maso¬ 
chism and the use of pain, three-in-a-bed sex and 
bondage. This has been enthusiastically adopted 
by several major education authorities in 
England and Wales. 

* * * 

‘GAY’ police commander Brian Paddick has 
landed a plum job at Scotland yard after 
threatening to take the Met to an industrial 
tribunal. Unhappy at being sidelined to 


non-operational duties after kiss-and-tell 
allegations by a dope-smoking former boy¬ 
friend, Paddick will now oversee the running 
of nine London boroughs. 

* * * 

POLICE in Southampton have been handing out 
free lollipops to late-night revellers in an attempt 
reduce violence on the streets. Just one snag: a 
fight broke out when one man didn *t get one. 

* * * 

TWO hundred asylum-seekers enjoyed a 
museum outing at the taxpayers’ expense in late 
June. Newcastle-upon-Tyne City Council 
splashed out £2,500 on hiring a fleet of four 
coaches and paying all the entrance fees for the 
trip, which was to the Beamish Museum in Co. 
Durham. 

A council spokesman said the event celeb¬ 
rated the region’s cultural diversity and taught 
the refugees, who were from Iraq, Zimbabwe and 
Somalia, about Britain’s history. 

* * * 

A REPORT advising Rotherham Council how 
to save money and be more efficient has had 
to be redrafted more than 12 times at a cost of 
£ 12 , 000 . 

* * * 

A TEACHER at a leading private school has 
been in trouble for allegedly forcing a pupil to 
crawl across the classroom floor with a spoon of 
water in his mouth and telling the other pupils to 
kick him if he spilt a drop. 

The boy’s parents were furious when he came 
home with bruises from the £2,453-a-term King 


Edward VI school in Southampton. 

Police cautioned religious studies teacher 
Timothy Tofts over the incident. Mr. Tofts ex¬ 
plained that he was merely trying to demon¬ 
strate to the first-year pupils how the Jews must 
have suffered in Nazi Germany. 

* * * 

A SCHOOL in East London faxed details of an 
advert to a free newspaper produced by Tower 
hamlets Council. The advert was for two class¬ 
room assistants and said that applicants would 
require to have GCSEs in English. 

But the advert, placed by the Cyril Jackson 
Primary School, contained 18 obvious errors. 
London was spelt ‘Lonon’, difference was spelt 
‘diffemce’, depending appeared as ‘dependng’. 
Level was ‘leval’. Applicants were told to write 
in for an ‘appliation pack’. Need we go on? 

Worse, the advert was checked by a staff 
member at the school before publication. 

* * * 

NOW police are using civilians to help in the 
selection of recruits. Asian civilians are being 
engaged to assist in the selection process in a 
move to encourage more officers from ethnic 
minorities. Senior Scotland Yard command¬ 
ers have begun searching for people with 
personnel or management experience, and 
they could soon be playing a part in decisions 
as to what police candidates are acceptable. 

* * * 

FINALLY, something from Madhouse Germany. 
Police recently arrested Roland Tach, a Berlin 
man, who had a black labrador dog which he 
called Adolf. He taught the dog to raise its right 
paw upon the word “gruss” (salute) when he saw 
Asians. Herr Tach could be fined up to £5,000 
on top of a six-month jail sentence. 
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A day in the life of one of 
our elected representatives 


The chap on the left in this 
picture is Clive Betts. Mr. Betts is 
Labour MP for the Attercliffe con¬ 
stituency of Sheffield. Rather unfor¬ 
tunately for him, he was caught in 
this somewhat - shall we say - 
‘compromising’ position with his 
boyfriend, one Jose Casparo, a 
would-he immigrant from Brazil 
and a male prostitute for whom he 
(Betts) secured a parliamentary 
pass under the guise of engaging 
him as a ‘research assistant’. In 
addition to this, the people’s repres¬ 
entative for Attercliffe used a forged 
fax from a college in order to give 
Jose ‘student’ status so that he 
could get through immigration 
controls to reside in the UK 
But Mr. Betts broke the eleventh 
commandment: he got found out! 

He was hauled up before a Comm¬ 
ons Standards and Privileges 
Committee, which imposed on him 
the brutal punishment of a seven- 
day ban from the House. In a state¬ 
ment to the press, he claimed that 
he had done nothing to bring 
Parliament into disrepute. Mean¬ 
while, former ‘gay’ Tory candidate 
for Brighton Pavilion, David Gold, 
has described the treatment of Mr. 
Betts as ‘homophobic’. 



Labour MP Clive Betts is seen here with his Brazilian immigrant boyfriend, 
rent boy Jose Gasparo (please excuse inferior quality photo) 


THE SHAWCROSS THEY DIDN’T QUOTE 


AS the world knows, Lord Shawcross, best 
known as Sir Hartley Shawcross, died at his 
Sussex home on the 10th July. He was 101. 

Unquestionably, Hartley Shawcross’s main 
claim to fame lay in his role as the chief 
British prosecutor in the trials of the German 
leaders at Nuremberg in 1946, in which the 
brilliance of his advocacy earned him a world¬ 
wide reputation. He subsequently became a 
prominent figure in the early post-war Labour 
Party but later became disillusioned with the 
party. Years afterwards, he briefly associated 
with the Social Democrats before withdrawing 
from politics altogether. 

Upon his death last month, the papers 
were full of extensive, and mostly glowing, 
obituaries, describing in much detail his long, 
varied and undoubtedly interesting life, giving 
particular attention to his legal career and, 
most of all, his outstanding performance at 
Nuremberg. But what every paper, to our 
knowledge, omitted was the fact that Shaw- 



LORD SHAWCROSS 
Lived to regret Nuremberg 


cross in later life expressed bitter regret over 
the way the trials were conducted and, 
perhaps even more significant still, over the 
whole tragic saga of World War II which pre¬ 
ceded them. At a speech in Stourbridge on 
March 16th 1984 he astounded his audience 


by saying:- 

“Step by step, I have arrived at the 
conviction that the aims of Communism in 
Europe are sinister and fatal. At the 
Nuremberg trials I, together with my 
Russian colleagues, condemned Nazi 
aggression and terror. I believe now that 
Hitler and the German people did not want 
war. But we declared war on Germany, 
intent on destroying it, in accordance with 
our principle of the balance of power, and 
we were encouraged by the Americans 
around Roosevelt. 

“We ignored Hitler’s pleading not to enter 
into war. Now we are forced to realise that 
Hitler was right. He offered us the co-oper¬ 
ation of Germany: instead, since 1945, we 
have been facing the immense power of 
the Soviet Empire. I feel ashamed and 
humiliated to see that the aims we 
accused Hitler of are being relentlessly 
pursued now, only under a different label.” 

An appropriate epitaph! 
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COMPETITION TIME AGAIN 


Ethnic groveller ol the month? 


We reproduce on this page three 
particularly nauseating pictures of 
leading ‘establishment’ public 
figures doing their best to ingrat¬ 
iate themselves with the ethnic 
minorities in Britain. Can any 
reader supply an even worse 
picture illustrating the same theme, 
whether it is of one of these people 
or someone else of prominence? If 
we receive a picture which we 
judge more revolting than any of 
these, the sender will receive a 
year’s free subscription. Entries in 
by the 18th August. 


Tory leader Iain Duncan Smith is seen on 
the right conferring with two Rastafarians in 
Handsworth, Birmingham. These two gentle¬ 
men have assumed the titles of ‘peace officers’ 
from the Haile Sellassie Peace Foundation. 

A Times Online report on the 27th June 
said of the meeting: “Mr. Duncan Smith, on a 
drive to broaden his party’s appeal, chatted 
with them about their patrols, which were set 
up two years ago to break down barriers 
between police and the local community.” 




There has been a lot of talk in the newspapers of late concerning the 
alleged extravagance of Prince Charles, and leftish-inclined journalists 
have been at pains to upbraid the Prince for not making greater econ¬ 
omies in his lifestyle. 

For our part, we think a lot of this agitation is just a red herring. 
Royalty, by its very nature, needs to maintain a certain degree of 
grandeur and pomp in order to preserve the mystique so necessary to its 
standing among its subjects. The financial upkeep of the Royals is not 
something undertaken as a favour to them personally; it is done in order 
to maintain a vital national institution - vital whether the Royal Family 
as individuals live up to it or not. 

Much more important is whether the Royals earn the perquisites of 
their rank by performing the desired public services to the nation which 
we are entitled to expect of them, and whether they conduct themselves 
in public with the dignity befitting their station. HRH Prince Charles is 
one who, unhappily, does not, as the picture of him on the left making a 
clown of himself at a Sikh temple in Southall glaringly illustrates. 


Cherie Blair can ethnic-grovel with the best of ’em - 
as befits one whose views are some way to the left of 
her husband’s. She is seen in the picture on the right on 
an occasion when she and Tony visited India last year. 

When we British ruled India in the old days our 
public representatives there were expected by protocol 
to maintain a civil and courteous relationship with 
their subject peoples. Nevertheless, while doing so they 
still retained their dignity as Britons. It is unlikely that 
any of them ever felt bound to adopt the ingratiating, 
cringing expression and pose that we see here from 
Mrs. Blair. But of course Cherie is a woman of her 
times and of her party. These days it is the done thing 
for any senior Labourite when meeting members of 
non-white races to indulge in the very worst exhibitions 
of self-abasement possible. One wonders what is in the 
minds of these Indian ladies as they witness this 
stomach-churning behaviour by the wife of a British 
prime minister. What do you think? 
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Letters 



The Editor 
' Spearhead' 

PO Box 2471 
Hove 

E. Sussex BN3 4DT 


SIR: It is was with absolute disgust that I 
read the article by Nick Griffin in the July 
issue of Identity magazine in which he 
devoted four pages to a political and 
personal attack on John Tyndall; and one of 
the most contemptible references in this 
article is where he (Griffin) speaks of Mr. 
Tyndall's now long-distant connection with 
a cranky political group in the early 1 960s 
and says that it "not only played an absol¬ 
utely key role in the failure of the National 
Front to break through in the 1 970s but... 
would still today prove fatal to the ambit¬ 
ions of any political organisation that would 
countenance him as leader in 21st century 
Britain as well." 

When he wrote these words Mr. Griffin 
must have presumed either that we all have 
short memories or that none of us keeps 
records of his previous writings. In an 
article he wrote in Patriot magazine in the 
Spring of 1 999 he spoke of the 1 970s 
National Front (then led by John Tyndall) in 
a manner full of praise for its achievements, 
highlighting some of its excellent election 
results, talking of it doing "extremely well" 
in the local government elections in 1976. 
Further on, he referred to the party's dis¬ 
appointment at the modest votes in the 
general election of 1 979. In connection 
with that election, he spoke of its internal 
aftermath and the efforts made by certain 
disloyal elements to disrupt the party from 
the inside by exploiting this disappointment 
in order to pursue their own agenda. Here is 
what he then said:- 

"Humiliated candidates and naive 
members looked around for scapegoats, 
and a cleverly organised campaign of 
subversion supplied them. Pictures illus¬ 
trating the youthful errors of several of 
the national leadership, complete with 
foreign-looking armbands, had featured 
heavily in the intensive smear campaign 
which had been run by the Labour Party, 
the Anti-Nazi League and sections of the 
media for several years. Such propa¬ 
ganda had been used more intensively 
throughout the far more successful local 
election campaigns and parliamentary 
by-elections from 1976-78, during 
which it seemed to have had little impact 
(letter-writer's emphasis), but a new 
populist wing now used worries over the 
material to whip up hostility to the 
leadership." 

In Mr. Griffin's latest emissions he has 
clearly performed a 180-degree turn from 
the viewpoint expressed in that 1 999 
article concerning the effects of smear 
propaganda relating to past political indis¬ 
cretions, as well as to the actual achieve¬ 


ments of the NF under Mr. Tyndall's direct¬ 
ion. And while we are on the subject of 
past political indiscretions, should we not 
focus on something that also happened in 
the past but not nearly as long ago as the 
early 1 960s? This was when sometime in 
the late 1980s Mr. Griffin and a colleague 
visited Libya to beg support from Colonel 
Gaddafi, no less, and the two were photo¬ 
graphed in front of a gigantic portrait of the 
Libyan dictator. Our political enemies have 
frequently used this photo to discredit the 
BNP and no doubt will do so again. Colonel 
Gaddafi, in case anyone has forgotten, was 
(and possibly still is) a backer of the IRA 
and is generally perceived, whether corr¬ 
ectly or not, to have been behind the 
Lockerbie bombing in which large numbers 
of innocents died. 

I would respectfully suggest that Mr. 
Griffin shut up about the past, that he lay 
off the ad-hominem attacks and deal - 
honestly - with the real issues that are 
causing arguments in the BNP. 

NAME & ADDRESS SUPPLIED 

(EDITOR'S NOTE: The writer of the fore¬ 
going letter has requested that we do not 
publish his name since, this apparently 
being the 'purging'season in the BNP ’ he 
does not wish to forfeit his membership for 
the 'crime' of internal dissent). 

TO READERS: I have been deeply involved 
in nationalist politics for nearly 30 years. 
Along with others, I have been through the 
trials and tribulations: the constant abuse 
from the politically controlled media, the 
unbelievable vindictiveness from the Estab¬ 
lishment, the anarchic Rent-a-Mob lefties, 
and much else. In fact, with my husband I 
was set upon and beaten up by a crowd of 
these animals in East London six years ago. 

But at the end of the day the internal 
troubles in our party have annoyed me most 
of all - troubles stoked up by opportunists 
who pretend to be nationalists. These 
people are about as sincere as Tony Blair. 

My husband has not always been perfect 
or right - and that applies to most of us. 

But I will say this about John Tyndall: he 
has always put the BNP and its ideals first, 
and he has never wavered in his dedication. 
Personally, he has not made a sausage out 
of the nationalist movement; but in fact, at 
times, we have even helped people out of 
our own pockets. I only know of a handful 
of people up and down the country who are 
as sincerely committed to our cause as my 
husband is. I do not say this because I am 
married to John Tyndall. I say it because it 
is a fact. 

John Tyndall and his closest colleagues 
and friends built the BNP and kept it going 
through hard times and better times. The 
increased support the party is now getting 
has not been due to any changes within but 
because of the growing anger of the British 
electorate, who are at last at the end of 
their tether with the Establishment and its 
disastrous handling of this country's life 
and future. 

VALERIE TYNDALL 
Hove, Sussex 


SIR: Having seen the June Spearhead in 
which Tony Lecomber has defended him¬ 
self against various charges, we feel bound 
to demand the right of reply to the part 
where Mr. Lecomber describes us as 
"thieves and robbers" and having "broke 
into the home" of the London & Essex 
organiser to rob him of the party's collect¬ 
ion money. 

It is not true that we broke into the home 
in question. If anyone is in doubt about 
this, they should feel free to contact Lime- 
house CID (East London) and/or the Essex 
Constabulary. Money was taken and kept 
which was owing to us for expenses 
incurred in organising a party meeting; all 
other money was shortly afterwards 
handed back to the party. 

The genuine version of these events can 
be found in a five-page bulletin from us via 
the usual channels. All we ask from Mr. 
Lecomber is that if he wishes to libel us he 
should have the legal bottle to use our 
names. 

DAVE HILL & BOB JAMES 
East London 

[EDITOR'S NOTE: By our printing this letter 
it should not be assumed that Spearhead 
takes sides in this dispute. We are only 
doing so in the interests of fairness, just as 
for the same reason we printed the 
Lecomber defence to which it refers). 

SIR: Have you noticed the 'new line' now 
being promoted in the mass media. It is 
said that the foreigners now being brought 
into the country are needed here. The argu¬ 
ment is that the population of Britain is 
ageing, and that without new blood there 
will not be enough younger and working 
people to pay its pensions. 

The argument is badly flawed. It does 
not take account of a previous argument 
from much the same leftish quarters, which 
said that birth control and abortion were 
necessary because we have too many 
mouths to feed. As a result of abortion, 
some six million babies in the womb have 
simply been executed. If these babies had 
been given life, we would have quite 
enough of our own people to ensure that 
pension funds were kept up. 

HARRY MULLIN 
Glasgow 

SIR: The row going on between the 
Germans and Italians over Silvio Berlus¬ 
coni's remarks to a German MEP just illus¬ 
trates the ridiculous lack of proportion of 
Europe's modern politicians. 

Berlusconi was riled by the behaviour o 
Mr. Martin Schulz during a debate, and 
retorted that he would be well cast for a 
film role as a guard in a concentration 
camp. In any adult company this would just 
have been laughed off as a not very brilliant 
joke but nothing more. But the affair has 
been allowed to build up into a serious inter¬ 
national quarrel. National stereotypes and 
name-calling have been habitual in the 
press. There have been threats of cancelled 
holidays. So much for united Europe! 

ROBIN GREEN 
Manchester 
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THE WAY WE 
LIVE NOW 

Some observations on contemporary society 
by JUNIUS 


Are you ready for 
the new Europe? 

After she had been stoned 
by her family, Semsiye Allak, 
pregnant by a married man, 
took seven months to die, and a 
few weeks ago was buried in a 
pauper's grave. In another case 
three brothers threw their sister 
off a bridge because she was a 
prostitute. Amazingly, their life 
sentences were reduced 
because her unseemly behav¬ 
iour was considered a provo¬ 
cation. 'Honour' killings, or 
attempts to kill, are, it seems, 
still fashionable in Turkey, the 
country that wants to join the 
EU, and which George W. Bush 
hoped would be his ally against 
the wicked, brutal and awful 
Saddam Hussein! 

Potty and Pitiful 

This autumn, Bristol Univer¬ 
sity will instruct all of its depart¬ 
ments to reduce the required 
A-level grades for students 
from schools with a history of 
poor examination results. Thus, 
the worse the school's record 
the more favourably the student 
will be treated. Meanwhile, over 
at the history department at 
Oxford, we read that over¬ 
worked, underpaid dons are 
struggling to cope with the high 
numbers of poorly prepared 
undergraduates. Looks as 
though tutors at Bristol will 
soon find themselves working 
round the clock! 

Definitions and 
jurisdictions 

Last January, with what 
might perhaps be termed a 
touch of old-world dignity, 
Stoke-on-Trent Magistrates' 
Court ruled that Port Vale foot¬ 
ball fans chanting: "You're just 
a town full of Pakis," a taunt 
directed at visiting Oldham 
supporters, was neither racist, 
insulting nor criminal. This was 
not good enough for the DPP, 
who appealed and managed to 
get this eminently sensible 
decision reversed. Lord Justice 
Auld argued that the chant 
implied that Oldham was infer¬ 
ior because of the nationality or 
ethnic origin of a number of its 
citizens, that those of Pakistani 
origin were the cause of that 
inferiority, and that the word 
'just' in the chant was indic¬ 
ative of this. 

Marvelling at the learned 
judge's ability to analyse these 
matters with such astonishing 
precision, we wondered, idly, 
how the bench might deal with 
the ancient and provocative 


ditty, "I've got a lovely bunch of 
coconuts." It would, we believe, 
be perfectly clear that, "I've 
got," implying as it does sole 
possession, and perhaps even 
superiority, could be considered 
distasteful and therefore unacc¬ 
eptable. Additionally, while 
"lovely" and "bunch" with their 
respective connotations of 
sexual attraction and permiss¬ 
iveness, would not be out of 
place in our liberated society, 
these words could, neverthe¬ 
less, be construed as intention¬ 
ally offensive to the members 
of any sect which happened to 
worship the coconut. 

The peacemakers 
(Part 1) 

Hamid Karzai is the puppet 
that the Americans put 'in 
charge' of Afghanistan almost a 
couple of years ago. The 'Presi¬ 
dent', reputed to have the most 
dangerous job on earth, has 
miraculously survived three 
assassination attempts, though 
his deputy and another minister 
in his 'government', have both 
been killed. The palace guard 
consists of former US service¬ 
men armed with M-16s, AK-47s 
and night-vision goggles, all 
paid for by the State Depart¬ 
ment. Karzai's writ runs no 
further than the capital, Kabul, 
and even here bomb and 
grenade attacks are almost 
daily events. His own 'cabinet' 
is said to be full of people who 
would like him out of the way. 

It seems that nobody takes any 
notice of him, a situation graph¬ 
ically illustrated when last year 
his sacked minister of the inter¬ 
ior set up road blocks to prevent 
his replacement arriving. 

Outside of Kabul, the war¬ 
lords, firmly in control of the 
country, frequently collect 
border taxes and customs duties 
and fail to pass them on to the 
Government. But luckily, only 
this May we had an authorit¬ 
ative statement from US 
defence secretary Donald 
Rumsfeld that "Afghanistan is 
mostly secure." Meanwhile the 
Taliban - ostensibly the reason 


for the invasion in the first place 
- has regrouped and is display¬ 
ing new boldness in its attacks 
on coalition forces, and has 
formed a leadership council 
dedicated to the overthrow of 
the detested Karzai regime and 
its sponsors. 

The peacemakers 
(Part 2) 

A recent article by Professor 
Michael Clarke in The Sunday 
Times, discussing the role of 
the British forces in Iraq, used 
the words 'peacekeeping' or 
'peacekeepers' no less than six 
times. To us, this bore all the 
hallmarks of a stunning exercise 
in self-deception. 

Let us be clear beyond all 
doubt that Iraq was at peace 
with the world until that peace 
was shattered by a cowardly 
and unprovoked attack in which 
Great Britain, to our everlasting 
shame, became involved, so 
that today Iraq is an occupied 
country. And, as every school¬ 
boy knows, in all occupied 
countries since time immem¬ 
orial, you invariably find a resis¬ 
tance movement dedicated to 
making life hell for the occu¬ 
piers. It matters not whether 
these people are pro-Saddam, 
anti-Saddam, Shia or Baathist 
or whatever. An enemy rules 
their land and, in their time-hon¬ 
oured code of conduct, they 
claim the right to dispatch as 
many of that enemy as possible, 
together with any who collabor¬ 
ate with it. 

Only fools will derive 
comfort from the deaths of 
British personnel, but then it 
was fools who sent them to 
Iraq in the first place. 

A lawless land 

So do we really believe that 
the time has come to put the 
tanks in? Listen to what 133 
judges and magistrates told the 
Prison Reform Trust in a 
recently published report: "The 
growth in crime, particularly 
serious crime, has been fuelled 
by rising levels of drug and 
alcohol misuse. A general 
decline in family and moral 


values in society has contrib¬ 
uted to high levels of lawless¬ 
ness. We are seeing nastier 
work more often, particularly 
associated with drugs. There is 
more violent crime than there 
was five years ago, very often 
drug-connected." 

And there we have it. 

Drugs! Drugs! Drugs! Drugs 
that are killing our young folk, 
who in turn are killing our older 
folk to get the money to pay for 
them. Blunkett has no idea how 
to stop the rot, and in several 
areas the police are no longer in 
control. Military commanders 
should be empowered to occ¬ 
upy such districts to 'search 
and arrest' as necessary, using 
whatever tactics are required to 
clean up the streets, and 
soldiers should patrol those 
streets until every vestige of 
drug-dealing has been eradic¬ 
ated and the offenders properly 
dealt with! We'll have to do it 
one day. Why not now? 

But has this venerable 
column been outflanked, for 
once, by the dynamic leader of 
the Tory party? He would solve 
the problem by building more 
rehabilitation centres. Wow! 
Now why didn't we think of 
that? 

Another 
Canterbury Tate 

"Church sacrifices gay 
bishop," ran the headline. Good 
heavens! (no pun intended). Did 
that mean that the near-bank¬ 
rupt Anglicans were trying to 
boost their disastrous ratings 
by introducing a few of the 
good old pagan rites? Well not 
exactly. In fact it was just the 
half-expected announcement 
that Dr. Jeffrey John would 
not, after all, become the 
Bishop of Reading. So, are we 
to believe that someone, some¬ 
where, showed a modicum of 
common sense? Again the 
answer is negative. Some 
wealthy, evangelical, Oxford 
parishes habitually pass on 
substantial surplus funds to 
'regional head office', but they 
indicated quite clearly that this 
would dry up if a homosexual 
was appointed to the top job at 
Reading. And such action, 
taken nationwide, could cost 
the Church at least £200 million 
a year, enough to put it out of 
business altogether! Maybe it is 
time for the parishioners - the 
paying customers - to insist 
that every Church functionary 
be required to affirm that he 
follows the precepts laid down 
in his own Bible, or find another 
job if he can't. 
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PO Box 2471, Hove, 
East Sussex BN3 4DT 



Alfred's Metres of Boethius (ed. Bill Griffiths) 
£14.95. Clarity of text and informative notes 
give this study a most approachable present¬ 
ation of Old English verse. King Alfred rebuilt the 
Latin verses from Boethius's On The Consolation 
of Philosophy into a new alliterative poetry. 

Alien Menace, The (Lieut. Col. A.H. Lane) 

£4.50. Early warnings against immigration. First 
printed 1928. 

Anglo-American Establishment, The (Carroll 
Quigley) £12.95. A factual appraisal of the 
realities of power politics and a study of the 
groups that work behind the scenes to influence 
events. 

Anti-Semitism and the Babylonian Connection 
(Des. Griffin) £9.75. An examination of the 
historical roots of modern Judaism. 

Aspects of Anglo-Saxon Magic (Bill Griffiths) 
£14.95. The neat divisions between mainstream 
and occult, rational and superstitious, Christian 
and Pagan, are not always easy to discern. The 
Church outlawed practices they considered evil 
like divination, folk-healing and spells, while at 
the same time adopting similar rituals them¬ 
selves 

Behind Communism in Africa (Ivor Benson) 
£3.30. A look at the forces which conspired to 
bring White South Africa down. 

Best Witness (Michael Collins Piper) £17.95. 

Mel Mermelstein and the trial and the triumph of 
historical revisionism. 

Blackshirts on Sea (J.A.Booker) £19.50. A pic¬ 
torial record of British Union's pre-war summer 
camps, with comprehensive text. 

British Peace and How to Get it. The (Oswald 
Mosley) £4.00. A proposal for peace published 
after the Second World War broke out. 

British Press, The ('Boreas') £2.00. Although 
this was published in 1939, readers will spot an 
uncanny similarity with the situation in Britain 
today. 

Broken Cross, The (Piers Compton) £12.95. The 

hidden hand in the Vatican and its subversion of 
the Catholic Church. 

By Way of Deception 
(Victor Ostrovsky) 

£11.00. A former 
Mossad (Israeli intelli¬ 
gence service) agent 
who defected tells his 
amazing story. 

Camp of the Saints, 

The (Jean Raspail) 

£6.00. A work of 
fiction that has 
almost come true: the 
overwhelming and 
destruction of Europe 
by immigrants from 
the Third World. 

Captain McKilliam Memorial Archive (Captain 
K.R. McKilliam) £10.00. Four booklets of part¬ 
icular interest to Christians and conspiracy 
students. 

Captive State (George Monbiot) £15.95. The 

corporate take-over of Britain today revealed. 

Case for David Irving, The. (Nigel Jackson) 

£ 13.75. An exposure of the selective censorship 
of history and free speech which proceeds at our 
peril. 

Churchill's War Vol. I (David Irving) £23.95. The 

first book in a two-part set. This book changes 
for ever the way World War II is viewed. 


The prices given here include postal 
charges for dispatch within the British Isles. 
For postage overseas please enquire before 
ordering. 

Payments should be made to 'Spearhead 
Books' and sent to the above address. 

Spearhead Books handles works by numer¬ 
ous and varied independent authors. It should 
not need stating that the publisher of Spear¬ 
head may not necessarily endorse all the 
contents of these works. 

Churchill's War Vol. II (David Irving) £29.30. 

The history of the middle and later years of 
World War II. 

Dark Age Naval Power (John Haywood) £14.95. 

The reassessment of Frankish and Anglo-Saxon 
seafaring activity. 

Dartmoor Massacre, The (Vivian Bird) £6.00. In 

1812 American prisoners were held in Dartmoor 
prison. This is the account of their fate. 

Death of King Arthur (Trans, by James Cable) 
£6.95. Set in the twilight of the Arthurian world. 
The knights meet at the round table after their 
quest for the grail. 

Did Six Million Really Die? (Richard Harwood) 
£1.50. Controversial, and yet good news for all 
victims and students of the Holocaust. 

Difficult Individual, This (Eustace Mullins) 
£17.00. About America's most talented poet 
and thinker, Ezra Pound, imprisoned for politic¬ 
ally incorrect attitudes. 

Empire of the City, 

The (E.C.Knuth) 

£6.95. An examin¬ 
ation of the role of the 
international elite, 
based in the city of 
London, in advancing 
globalisation. 

Enemies of the Queen 
(Kitty Little Ph.D.) 

£2.00. Written with 
the author's personal 
knowledge and exper¬ 
iences of the 'enemy 
within'. 

En Route to Global Occupation (Gary H. Kah) 
£12.75. A high-ranking government liaison 
officer exposes the secret agenda for world 
unification. 

Evil Good Men Do, The (E.J. Hamm) £10.00. 

Crucial decisions by governments that have led 
to the ruin of Britain. 

Facing the Abyss (A.K.Chesterton) £3.50. The 

first leader of the National Front reveals secret 
forces behind world events. 


Fiend and Felon (Gerd 
Honsik) £10.50. The 

exposure of an estab¬ 
lishment icon, Simon 
Wiesenthal. 

Final Secret of Pearl 
Harbour, The (R.A. 
Theobald) £12.00. All 

the mysteries of the 
'surprise' attack 





Fatima and the great Conspiracy (Deirdre 
Manifold) £10.75. An 

attempt to explain the 
meaning and truth 
behind the vision. 


plained. 

Flashpoint (Ingrid Wickert) £6.50. A careful 
reconstruction of the 'Crystal Night' affair in 
Germany in 1938, with surprise revelations 
about the possible instigators. 

French Revolution, 

The (Nesta Webster) 

£9.95. An excellent 
historical account, 
with descriptions of 
the horrors that set 
the scene for the more 
terrible events of the 
communist revolts in 
other parts of the 
world. 

Global Manipulators, 

The ( R. Eringer) 

£9.00. The real power of the internationalists 
exposed. 

Great Money Reformers (L. Wise) £9.00. Three 
booklets which detail the lives and ideas of Silvio 
Gesell, Arthur Kitson and Frederick Soddy, 
dealing with the 'Money Question'. A valuable 
background for all those who are interested in 
Social Credit ideas. 

Gruesome Harvest (Ralph Franklin Keeling) 
£5.25. How Allied policy-makers treated their 
defeated foe. A compelling story of 'victors 
justice'. 

History and Biology (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 

£1.30. Traces the history of mankind and its 
eventual fate if some form of eugenics is not 
brought into population management. 

Hoax of the 20th Century, The (A.R. Butz) 

£ 15.00. The most celebrated, and indeed 
seminal, work on holocaust revisionism. 

Holocaust Affirmers (Alexander Baron) £10.75. 

A hard look at the people pushing the 'holocaust' 
stories. 

Holocaust Industry, The (Norman G. Finkelstein) 
£18.00. Reflections by a Jewish writer on the 
exploitation of Jewish suffering. 

Holocaust, The: 120 Questions Answered 
(Charles Weber) £2.00. Fact and fable examined 
and questioned. 

I Saw Poland Betrayed (A.B.Lane) £7.00. Ex¬ 
poses the truth of the terrible tragedy of Poland. 

Immigration (Dr. J.C.A. Dique) £5.25. About the 
flooding of Australia with non-white immigrants. 
A policy of perfidy revealed. 

Innocent at Dachau (Joseph Halow) £16.95. An 

eye-witness account by a court reporter. 

Is There Intelligent Life on Earth? (Prof. Revilo P. 
Oliver) £4.95. A study of the stupidity of the 
masses and suicidal doctrines they follow. 

Land Rights and Birth Rights (Peter B. English) 
£12.00. The great Australian hoax. An examin¬ 
ation of the 'rights' to ownership of former abor¬ 
iginal land. 

Legacy of John Lennon, The (David A. Noebel)) 
£10.00. The charming or harming of a gener¬ 
ation? 

Liars Ought to Have Good Memories (Alexander 
Baron) £4.95. An accurate exposure of the 
workings of the lie factory otherwise known as 
Searchlight Magazine. 

Life of John Birch, The (Robert Welch) £8.00. 

The story of the man who gave his name to one 
of the most important anti-communist move¬ 
ments in America. 
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Lifting the Lid off the ADL (Dr. William L. Pierce) 
£2.30. An astounding revelation about the 'Anti- 
Defamation League' and the real haters within 
the American media. 

Lord of the Rings, The (J.R.R.Tolkien) £16.75. A 

novel based on British folklore describing a 
mythical world and the battle between good and 
evil. 

Many Shades of Black 
(John Bean) £9.95 An 

auto-biography of one 
of Britain's leading 
racial nationalists. 

Mead-Hall, The 
(Stephen Pollington) 

£14.95. Communal 
meals were an impor¬ 
tant feature of Anglo- 
Saxon Society. Some 
were ritual and others 
informal. A compre¬ 
hensive study of the subject is here presented. 

Might is Right (Ragnar Redbeard) £9.95. This is 
a reprint of a 1910 classic which questioned the 
moral and ethical foundations of society. 

Mind Britain's Business (Captain R. Gordon- 
Canning) £6.00. A foreign policy to bring peace 
and security. Pre-war but still relevant today. 

Mosley's Blackshirt Airmen (Keith Thompson) 
£3.00. Plane-makers, airmen and war heroes 
who had supported British Union. 

Moses Hess (Shlomo Avineri) £6.50. A study of 
this famous writer and thinker who became the 
prophet of Communism and Zionism. 

Motorways for Britain (A. Raven Thompson) 
£1.50. Constructive solutions for traffic chaos. 
First published in 1937. 

Music in the 3rd Reich (A.V.Schaffenberg) 

£2.50. Fascinating 
history of suppressed 
talent. 

My Awakening (David 
Duke) £18.95. One of 
the finest books of 
today dealing with 
issues of concern to 
white people every¬ 
where. 

My Banned Holocaust 
Interview (Carlo 
Mattogno) £6.50. A 

leading Italian history 
revisionist had his studies and conclusions 
banned. This is his work published privately. 

New Unhappy Lords, The (A.K.Chesterton) 
£6.00. A brilliant expose of Britain's decline and 
solutions to reverse the trend. 

Norse Poems (W.H. Auden and P.B. Taylor) 
£7.60. Old Icelandic poems translated to capture 
the rhythmic quality of the originals. 

Norse Tradition, The (Pete Jennings) £6.25. 

Explaining the Norse tradition and the spiritual 
paths of paganism amongst our forefathers. 

Occupation (Paul Comben) £3.00. A book of 
nationalist poetry. 

Our Financial Masters (A. Raven Thompson) 
£3.30. A pre-war look at the money power and 
its control. 

Party System, The (Hilaire Belloc and Cecil 
Chesterton) £3.75. A critique of the fraudulent 
parliamentary system. First written in 1911, this 
edition has a preface by Aidan Mackey. 


and other prominent Americans. 

Policeman's Narrative, A. (Henry A. Clark) £7.00. 

Witchcraft and murder in Zimbabwe. 

Prodigal Genius (John J. O'Neill) £ 18.50. The 

life of Nikola Tesla, inventor extraordinary. 

Race Books (J.B.Isherwood) £4.00. Four books 
entitled Man's Racial Nature) Race and Kinship) 
Race and Politics and Religion and the Racial 
Controversy. 

Race and Reason (Carleton Puttnam) £7.50. An 

Americam expert explains the social implications 
of racial differences. 

Rebirth of England and 
English, The (Fr. Andrew 
Phillips) £4.95. The 

vision of the Dorset poet 
William Barnes (1801- 
86). In search of our 
post-industrial age, the 
folk nationalist will learn 
much from this book. 

Recovery (Kerry Bolton) 

£2.30. The story of 
Gottfried Feder and 
how Germany broke 
out of the economic recession of the early 
1930s. 

Revisionist, The (Journal for Critical Historical 
Inquiry) £10.00. An exceptional first volume of 
the latest findings of researchers into the 'Holo¬ 
caust' and the issues surrounding it. A 'must' for 
all those involved in 'Holocaust' studies. A-4 size. 

110 pages. 

Robin Hood ( J. Ritson) £11.50. Ancient poems, 
Songs and ballads. First published in 1795. 

Rudolph Report, The (Germar Rudolf) £20.00. 

Over 450 pages. An Expert report on chemical 
and technical aspects of the alleged 'gas 
chambers' of Auschwitz. 

Rural Rides (William Cobbett) £6.00. Valuable 
historical impressions made during a journey on 
horseback around England 200 years ago. 

Secret Societies and Subversive Movements 
(Nesta Webster) £9.95. Argues the case for 
suspecting a directing influence behind most 
secret groups. 

Seeing Red, Being Green (Denis Hill) £6.90. The 

autobiography of a working-class man who 
begins his life as a communist, and due to a 
process of logical deduction and experience 
develops views that would make him welcome 
at any gathering of the BNP. 

Serpent's Walk (Randolph D. Calverhall) £6.95. 

A fictional story of a revolution in 2049. This 
time, as the author says "The Good Guys Win." 

Silent Spring (Rachel Carson) £7.00. One of the 

main inspirational presentations of the move¬ 
ment to defend our ecology and environment. 

Soldiers Against Death and the Devil (Horst 
Slesina) £6.00. A soldier's tale of the epic 
struggle in World War II between Europe and 
Bolshevism. 

Stalin's War of Extermination, 1941-45 (Joachim 
(Hoffmann) £30.00. This book details the 
German Army's desperate attempt to frustrate 
Soviet plans to subjugate Europe. 

Standardbearers (Various authors) £6.95. Twenty 
essays on writers who have had an influence on 
the thinking of the British radical right. Highly 
recommended. 



MY 

AWAKENING 

f 

David Duke 



Pawns in the Game (William Guy Carr) £ 12.95. 

A classic conspiracy expose. 

Plagiarism and the Culture War (Theodore Papas) 
£14.95. The writings of Martin Luther King Jnr. 


Tastes of Anglo-Saxon England (Mary Savelli) 
£4.95. 46 recipes that will enable you to enjoy 
flavours widely known in Anglo-Saxon England 
but rarely experienced today. 


Temple of Wotan (Ron McVan) £18.50. The 

mysteries of antiquity. The ethnic spiritual 
mythos of the Euro-Pagan world explained with 
the ceremonies and rituals of Wotanism. 

Thirteenth Tribe, The (Arthur Koestler) £13.95. 

The answer to the vexed question of where the 
European Jews came from. 

Towards World Government (Deirdre Manifold) 
£10.75. A timely warning of the coming world 
dictatorship, as manifest in the so-called 'New 
World Order'. 

White Fang/Call of the Wild (Jack London) £5.50. 

Two of London's masterpieces of the harsh 
Yukon Territory which explore the kingdom of the 
wolf. 

Who Holds the Balance (K.J.Hury) £4.75. Sub¬ 
version of Western Man by the masters of the 
media. 

Why I Took Up Arms Against Bolshevism (Lt. 
Gen. Andrei Vlasov) £6.00. Traitors or patriots? 
The tale of the lives and deaths of the Russians 
who joined forces with the Germans to fight 
against Stalin. 


MOSLEY’S MEN SPEAK 



A collection of extracts from speeches 
by 1 3 of Sir Oswald Mosley's leading 
supporters, plus two by Mosley himself, 
makes a most interesting and historically 
important recording. 

With a total running time of 59 minutes, 
this is a 'must' for all students of British 
political history. 

Please make cheques and money orders 
payable to 'IDENTITY MISSION' and send 
to:- 

New Christian Crusade Church 
Christian Identity Mission 
221 Dorset House 
Duke Street 
Chelmsford 
Essex CM 1 1TB 
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RICHARD EDMONDS was the guest 
speaker at the July meeting of the Wigan 
group of the British National Party. The 
meeting, which was held in a location close 
to Wigan town centre, was attended by 
around 40 members and supporters. The 
meeting was chaired by Ian Hague. Ian 
spoke about the recent events in nearby 
Bolton, where local members had distrib¬ 
uted around 1,000 leaflets in a very small 
target area and the overwhelming response 
that the party had received from this, 
including the usual hysteria from the main¬ 
stream parties. Ian went on to say that the 
number of enquiries from such a small- 
scale activity had been excellent, and that 
the Bolton Evening News ran a front-page 
headline about it. He then went on to thank 
the people who helped out at the recent 
barbecue and said how successful it had 
been as a fund-raising event for the Wigan 
group. He then spoke about the local BNP 
newsletter that the Wigan group distributes 
in its target wards and said that a new issue 
of it was in the process of being edited. 

Ian then introduced local election agent 
Richard Close, who also stood as a candid¬ 
ate in this years elections. Richard spoke 
about the need to field more candidates at 
next year's council elections and the need 
to raise funds for next years European 
elections. He also mentioned the new Red 
Rose club, where members pledge to pay 
£10 a month to raise funds for the party. 

After a short interval Ian then introduced 
veteran nationalist Richard Edmonds, who 
spoke about the betrayal of the British 
working class by past governments over the 
last 50 years and the damage done to the 
country caused by the European Union, for 
which he blamed former Tory Prime 
Minister Edward Heath for starting the 
process back in 1973. Richard stated that 


Wigan welcomes RE 
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to speak out against this, he was greeted by 
loud applause. 

He went on to attack the current New 
Labour Government by saying that there is 
something very sinister about the name 
'New Labour' and all the rotten things it 
stood for. He then went on to thank Dennis 
Shambley and Richard Close, who both 
stood at the recent council elections, by 
saying the results had been excellent in 
what was once considered a Labour strong¬ 
hold, and that both men were a fine example 
of the type of person who is going to stand 
up for Britain and the British people. He 
went on to say that the British National 
Party is the only party that is going to stand 
up for Britain, and he urged people to 
support it. He received a very long round of 
applause at the end of his speech. 

A collection was held and a substantial 
sum of money was raised for local funds. 
The members then went on to enjoy a buffet 
kindly provided by the host of the venue. 


RICHARD EDMONDS 
Spoke about the traitors in government 

traitor Heath had conned the electorate over 
the then 'Common Market' by saying that it 
was a trade-only agreement and nothing 
else. He went on to speak about the misery 
caused by uncontrolled mass-immigration 
and the social problems that it causes. 
When he mentioned Enoch Powell, the one 
mainstream politician who had the courage 


The Eleventh Hour 

The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub¬ 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the British National Party, John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser¬ 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ¬ 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 

Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.58 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.67 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 
4DT. 


The book you 
must read if 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyndall 
and the BNP 
stand for 
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Richard Edmonds and 
Nick Cass at Oldham 


The BNP Oldham branch was privileged 
at its monthly meeting for July to have two 
excellent guest speakers. First was Nick 
Cass, the Dewsbury organiser. Nick gave a 
brief history of the once-proud country of 
Rhodesia which since independence has 
deteriorated into a poverty-stricken hell¬ 
hole where attacks upon white people are 
commonplace, and where even when 
Whites are murdered the authorities take no 
real action in trying to hunt down the 
killers. What is happening in that country is 
ethnic cleansing of Whites. If the situation 
were to be reversed and a white government 
were treating non-Whites in a similar way 
there would be a worldwide outcry. 

Nick Cass said that what is happening 
over there is now beginning to happen in 
Britain too. In any town or city with size¬ 
able communities of immigrants, eventually 
the communities separate to be with their 
own; and the people of Oldham can testify 
as to what happens if you live in area where 
immigrants decide to settle in large 
numbers: sooner or later, either because of 


intimidation or lack of community spirit, the 
Whites eventually leave, and so develops an 
area the immigrants call their own. 

After the break, BNP founder-member 
and former national organiser Richard 
Edmunds took the stand. Richard gave a 
reminder to the people of Oldham that, 
thanks to the tremendous votes the party 
received there in the 2001 general election, 
the BNP quickly became a household name 
in the area and gave the people of Britain 
hope that, instead of the traitors known as 
Lib/Lab/Con, there was a political party that 
did actually represent the silent majority of 
decent patriotic Britons. He reminded people 
how at one time the Soviet Union appeared 
to be so powerful it could never be defeated, 


but thanks to the ordinary people of Eastern 
Europe and Russia rebelling and protesting 
the Soviet Union collapsed. He used the 
comparison of the Soviet Union to show 
how sometimes we may think that the 
multi- cultural liberal regimes that have 
been destroying our country for decades 
may sometimes seem unbeatable, but just as 
with the Soviet Union any regime or form 
of government that is run along the lines of 
deception, lies and corruption will event¬ 
ually fall, and it is our job to aid in its fall. 

As the meeting come to a close, Oldham 
organiser Mick Treacy thanked the 50 
people in attendance but called for a better 
turn-out of local members at future 
meetings. 



Richard Edmonds speaks. Chairman Stuart Fullard is seated 

on right. 


Nick Cass talks about the disgrace of former Rhodesia. Stuart 
Fullard is seated on left. 


The Euro Election 

It has been alleged in the BNP general 
members’ bulletin for July that our editor and his 
supporters in the party have been trying to 
undermine the party’s campaign for next year’s 
elections to the European Parliament. This is a 
despicable distortion. 

In private correspondence between Mr. 
Tyndall and BNP chairman Nick Griffin Mr. 
Tyndall has expressed some differences con¬ 
cerning the respective priorities to be given the 
Euro Election and the UK local government 
elections also scheduled for next year. His 
opinions are privately shared by some others, 
including, quite possibly, supporters of Mr. 
Griffin. 

Nevertheless, now that the decision has been 
made to make the very maximum input into the 
Euro Election, in both active effort and money, 
it is the duty of all party members to support that 
campaign in every way they can. 


Listen to nationalist radio! 

Send International Reply Coupon for 
broadcast details to:- 
NATIONAL VANGUARD BOOKS, Box 
330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, U.S.A. 
Internet: www.natvan.com & 
www.natall.com 


Read Spearhead on 
the Internet! 

You can obtain the best articles and 
news items from Spearhead by visiting 
the Spearhead website at:- 


www.spearhead-uk.com 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 

Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations 
from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in 
these columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle 
the magazine. Hence another need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to Spearhead, PO Box 2471, Hove, East 
Sussex BN3 4DT. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested - in which case an 
SAE would be appreciated. Thanks. 
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EXCELLENT MEETING 


THE best-ever British National Party 
meeting to be held in Derby took place on 
June 24th, when Richard Edmonds and 
John Tyndall were guests of the local BNP 
branch. 

The meeting was attended by 90-100 
people, the vast majority Derbyshire 
members and supporters. It was opened 
by organiser Stef Sheppard, who ann¬ 
ounced the speakers and then handed 
over to the first speaker, a local man, 
Simon Bennett, who gave an interesting 
talk about how he found his way to the 
BNP. 

John Tyndall spoke next. He began by 
mentioning a report in the South London 
Press , which was also featured on page 
four of last month's Spearhead. What the 
report revealed, he said, was something 
of the mentality of the opponents of the 
BNP, who seem outraged wherever and 
whenever our party establishes a 
presence in an area; and we are supposed 
to be the 'intolerant' ones! 

The BNP, he went on, would debate 
with its opponents on any issue, any¬ 
where and at any time. But they refuse to 
debate with us. What does that tell us? 

Mr. Tyndall then gave a number of 
illustrations of what an insane asylum 
Britain had become under 'New Labour', 
giving examples such as the recent 
permission given by police chiefs to 'gay' 
officers to march in homo processions; 
the way in which the country is taking in 
huge numbers of immigrants infected 
with the HIV virus; not least, the sell-out 
of manufacturing industry. Speaking at 
the home of the famous Rolls Royce 
company, he said it was a national 
disgrace that this great company had 
been allowed to fall under foreign owner¬ 
ship. 

Another example of national insanity, 
he said, was the keeping in Iraq of 1 5,000 
occupying troops for the next five years at 
a cost of over £9 billion at a time when 
national defence expenditure was being 


SHORTLY before this issue was put to print we 
read the four-page article by Nick Griffin in the 
July issue of Identity magazine attacking our 
editor. What is notable about this article is that 
its author, not content merely with expressing 
disagreement with Mr. Tyndall on political and 
tactical questions concerning the BNP, goes to 
great trouble in heaping personal abuse on him as 
well. In recent articles in Spearhead in which we 
have criticised Mr. Griffin on some policy 
matters we have refrained from attacking him 
personally. Indeed no article containing any such 
personal criticism has been published in Spear¬ 
head for four years, and even then nothing was 
said which descended to the level of vilification 
reached in this latest piece in Identity. 

We could very easily publish a long point-by¬ 
point rebuttal of the arguments in Mr. Griffin’s 
article, but we are inclined to think that this 
would evoke a groan from many readers along 
the lines of: “Oh no, not more of this!” It would 


cut to the bone in the interest of 'econ¬ 
omies'. 

Mr. Tyndall went on to assert how 
essential nationalism was to this and any 



TYNDALL SPEAKS 

Nationalism essential to the survival of a 
nation in a tough world, he said. 


other nation which wanted to survive in a 
tough world. We may be prepared to 
embrace internationalist doctrines but 
there will always be other nations that will 
not, and in that event they will inevitably 
be stronger than us and will get the better 
of us, he said. 

Tyndall ended by listing briefly the 
essentials of British recovery. We must 
get out of Europe. We must stop - and 
reverse - immigration. We must restore 
discipline and order in every area of the 
nation's life. Not least, we must reform 
the institutions of government so as to 
ensure strong and capable leadership. 

Mr. Griffin’s 
latest salvo 

therefore be best just to confine ourselves to this 
relatively very short comment. 

In his Identity article, Mr. Griffin is at pains 
again and again to attribute dishonourable 
motives to those who disagree with him and to 
suggest that they are only interested in exploiting 
policy differences for their own ends, which he 
suggests are those of destabilising the party in 
order to retake it from him and his group. He 
conveniently omits to mention that his takeover 
bid in 1999, timed exactly when the BNP was 
gearing up to contest the Euro Election of that 
year, undoubtedly had a destabilising effect. 

It is noteworthy that in his article Mr. Griffin 
cannot resist repeatedly referring to Spearhead as 


AT DERBY 

Richard Edmonds made the final 
speech. He reminded the audience that 
the BNP had been founded 21 years ago 
for the purpose of standing up for the 
British people against the betrayals 
committed by the old parties. He stressed 
that Britain's current race problems are 
the direct fault of successive Tory 
governments. Macmillan let in the West 
Indians in the 1950s, Heath let in the 
Asians in the 1970s, and in the 1980s 
Margaret Thatcher opened the doors to 
immigration from literally all four corners 
of the world. 

Mr. Edmonds went on to say that it 
was also Heath who took the first step in 
signing away the nation's independence 
by taking us into the Common Market in 
1973. Thatcher, in her turn, made Britain 
a signatory to the Single European Act in 
1986. 

It is evident, he said, that the 'Conser¬ 
vative' Party does not conserve Britain, 
and the only one good thing one can say 
about the party is that it looks to be finally 
on the way out. To great applause, he 
concluded: "And good riddance to bad 
rubbish!" 

Mr. Edmonds then described his 
pleasure at being invited to speak at some 
of the BNP's branches in the North of 
England, where he was able to confirm 
real progress being made in towns such 
as Burnley, Halifax and Rochdale. "When 
one meets BNP councillors in these 
towns," he said, "and sees what patriotic 
people they are and how seriously they 
take their civic duties, then one can see 
that the BNP is the party of the future, 
that we are successfully putting down 
roots and that we are the new voice of the 
British people." 

He concluded by saying that the key 
to the way forward for the BNP was 
perseverance, discipline and intelligence. 

Both Mr. Tyndall's and Mr. Edmonds' 
speeches were greeted with prolonged 
applause. 


a ‘private-profit’ magazine. Well, we do not 
recall him objecting to the fact that our magazine 
is privately run when he was engaged as its editor 
and drew most of his living income from it for 
three years in the 1990s. In fact, anything that 
could reasonably be called ‘profit’ where Spear¬ 
head is concerned simply does not exist; it is 
necessary that its editor draws a modest income 
in order to perform the work that has to be done 
to ensure that it comes out in its full 28 pages 
regularly every month; that is all. We suspect 
that this income is somewhat smaller than Mr. 
Griffin draws from the BNP - while being far, 
far smaller than that which he would earn if 
elected as an MEP in Europe, even allowing for 
half of this going to the party. In addition, we 
might mention that in the BNP of John Tyndall’s 
time just four people were paid money, of whom 
he (Griffin) was one. We understand that this 
number has now risen to over 30. 

Do we need to say any more? 
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